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ABSTRACT

This seven-part report suggests a master plan for
Austin Community College (ACC) through 1988-89 based on projections
of en;pllnents, finances, and facility requirements. Section I
details enrollment projections based on the proportienal relationship
between Travis County high school graduates and ACC enrollees. In
addition, +his section reviews operational finances and projections
for expenditures and income for the years 1978-79 through 1988-89.
Additionally, projeﬂtions are offered for the Travis County assessed '
valuatisns, tax rates, and taxes paid in support of :the community
colleqe. FPducational budgets of expenditures and income, and tax
rates and tax needs are also offered for the years 1977-78 through
1988-89, Section II analyzes second semester 1977-78 enrollments at
*he Ridgeview, Rio Grande, crockett, and Reéeagan campuses and at the
Skill Center and other centers. Section III looks at the need for an
aidttional vocational- -technical building and library/learaning
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t resonrce center at the Ridgeview campus. Section IV considers Spring

N

1979 enrollments and future enrollment at the overtcrowded Rio Grande
campus. Section V estimates the need for additional facilities based
on projected enrollments. Section VI estimates capital outlay for
facilities 'considering the use of present facilities, while Section
Vit groiects capital outlay for facilitiest without the use of present
facilities. (AYC)
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; ) . . August 31, 1978
TO: The Board -of Trustees
< . Austin Community Cqllege
Aust'in, Texas -
FROM: C. C..Collert . S o
. Community College Consultant —
- : }
A consultant has never had better cooperation from the
. President, the Executive Vice-President, their staffs, the
s Deans, Coordinators and others of the Austin Communlty Col-
lege. All data requested were promptly secured and given
S as needed. .-
Your Consultant is oleased to submit thifs Report as a
suggested Master Plan for 'ACC through 1988-89. The Produc-
i tion ‘of thlS Study was a challenglng and an%exhilarating
\ experlence. *

'I
I am most gratefiul to the Board of Trustees and the =
President for the opportunity and pr1v1lege to present this
Master Plan.

\ ' Sincerely, '

¢ ’ /

Cy C. Colvert

Consultant in Community College
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AN EDUCATIONAL MASTERPLAN FOR AUSTIN - ‘ o

'COMMUNITY COLLEGE . -
. ; " Enrollment Projections and Fini?Les~
: .) - P +
ot Enrollment Projections--These projections arne 'w

based upon the pro;qortionate relationship between the num-.

ber of high school graduates in Tra¥is County.the .two

;- _ ) L - 3 o e -
: & years previgpus to the college year and the number” of
~ 4 - ’

full-time equ}valent studenps (FTE) academ&c, regular,  «
I R
‘ ,'_vocational-technical and adult vocational students regis-
tered for thé 12 months period. .

¢ -

|

The data in Table 1 are the actualnumber -of j

\<. high schgol graduates from 1970-7l‘throuéh 1976-77 and !

the projected number from 1977-78 théough 1987-88. 'Ehe _”' 1
1projecteé number of high school graduatEs is done by the | |

use of the "Cohort Survival" method based upon an ave?&ge

-

7 - percentage of the first grade of oﬁe ?@gr_to the second

grade of the next year and each of the other grades to ; -

® - A

-

the next grade for a period of 'six of the most recent .

years. ‘.\

3

The number of high school éraduaﬁes the two'yggrs .)

previous to the college yeay is.shown in the second . -
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. - Table 1
7 ) . -

e The Actual -Number- of High. ¢hool Graduates in Travis

. *County Texas ‘from 1970-71 through 1976-77 and

-’ ‘-
. . .

- the Projectled Number from 1977-78

¥ through 1987-88 - )
Yeaf“ e .Number*
- - A - \t . M )
e ) - v Actual -
-~ : . 2 _—
1970-71 N v 3346
1971-72 | 3357
y 1972-73 3 3329
« v ,  1973-74°, y 3516 )
v 1974~75 3478
_ 1975-76 r 3729
g - . 1976-77 ) 3820
]
X P . -Projected
‘ T 1977-78 4054
. 1978-79 . 4409
! 1978-80 4471
1980-81 . . 4504
- . 1981-82 ' 4805
1982-83 . 4841
1983-84 - . 4967
: 1984-85 5094
. : <. 1985-86 5363
. N 1986-87 6600
- 1987-88 |+ 6600
. 3
~ 9 . .
.o "4 *r
2 A
- D 4
. ‘ -
y ¢ P IO
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s , o i - -
ES ) ' &
.6




1924-75,

column of Table 2

L4

-

The data are~from Table 1.-

r

For example,

for 1975-76 through 1977-78,

the number of hlgh school graduates the‘t&o years previous

- =~

touthe college year of 1974 75 is the total of the number

v @ o
-

of graduates for 1972 73 . (3329) and for 1973~ 74 (3516) or a
total of 6845. There follows .then the similar actual data

and the projected data for 1558;
79 through 1988-89. Note in'the‘thﬁrd column of Table 2 the
actual number of furl time student equivalents (BETE) ror the
1975-76 and 1977-78.

college years of 1974-75, An FTE is an

equivalent of 15 semester hours whether taken by one student
or two or more students.
calculated bwn dividing the number of FTE into tihe number of

hlgh school graduates the prev1ous 2 years; that is, for

3051 dlvlded lnto 6845 glves an "Index" of 2.24 as

¥ s
the proportion betWeen the hlgh school graduates and the

> .
number of PTE that college year.
& . ) : - ’ .
"Indexes" decreased generally from 2.24 to 1.29.

Note that the actual
Previous
experdence with suchidata,ever the years' shows that such ¢
average decrease cannot cgutinue, therefore, less decrease
is ‘shown iu the "Index" of 1.11 for 1978-79 onm to 0.77 for
1987-88. Thus the index of one year' 1.1l divided into 7874
gives 7094 as the projected FTE for 1978-79. Hence, the pro-
jected FTE for 1933184 is 9646 and for .1988-89 1is 152560.

hd . ° % N

- ‘These. "indexes" do not include the adults:%n Con-

tinuinhg Education.

T

These are con51dered/sea aratel
s€aparately

» ——— &

to financing. .

.

Indexes for these actual years were

-




’Table 2

3
~ . -

. x. L, T his S
The Actual Number of High School Graduates in Travis County
-the .Two-Years Previous to the College Years, the

Actual Number of FTE, and the Calculated
Indexes® from 1974-75 through 1977-78

. ! i

No. of H.S. ) -
College . Graduates: " No. of \ b
Years . Previous Yrs. FTE Index )

- - — . .

\\S\‘ ) Actrual _ ' ,
1974-75 6;845° 3,051 2.24 :
1975-76 - 6,994 4,780 T1.46
1976-77 7,207 4,585 1.57
1977-78 - 7,549 " 5,831 1.29

Projected 7

1978-79 7,874 7,094 .11
1979-80 8,463 c 8,060 1.05
1980-81 8,880 ' 8,880 1.00 . ’
1981-82 8,975 9,442 .95 .
1982-83 9,309 10,340 .90 ~
'1983-84 - 9,646 11,348 .85 ’
1984-85 9,808 12,260 .80
1985-86 10,061 12,860 .78
'1986-87 10,457 13,581 .77
1987-88 . 11,963 . 15¢ 536, .77
1988-89- 13;200- 15,600 -

qprom Table 1

bActual Index is calculated by leldlng 3051 into
6845 to ge; 2.24. . : x

o

Qo

Se




L. - ' : S
* Even though the number of FTE and contd¢ct hours has

increased in'€ach of academic and vecational-technical cour-

‘~ses~and—programs;—the%increase in academic courses has in-

. r
creased more rapidly than in vocational- technlcal caurses

14

because space (classroems) and money for aca\emlc course
\

were much more readily avallabIe at both campases than
shops were for vocational-technical programs.
Whén adequate space allocations are provided the

percentages for academlc vs. vocational courses ;hould be-

A}

come over the next 11 years as follows: . -

-

Percentages of FTE

-

~ 1)

Year Acadepmic Voc.~Tech.
i979-80 60 . ‘40

1983-83 50 : 50

1986-87 48 ‘ 52 ‘

This ratio is the way- it should be. There are many more

vocationél (1 and*2 years) and technical (2 years) .jobs

needed.and‘availab;e in this modern sofiety. The above

percentages and numbers are listed by years in Table 3.

-

]
r

Operational¢Finances~~The fﬁndsito be provided
/

. . ,
for the educationdl operation of the college'year by year

»

-~ ' .
epend upon (]) the average salary for the faculty,
o ) ) . e ¥

bl . N




: . Table 3° . ,
. SN . ' < : . {
The Actual Number of Academic FTE, Regular Vocational-Technical FTE, Adult Educatioj
FTE the Two Combined as»Vec-Tech FTE and the Total Number of FTE for 1974-75

, through 1977- 78* and Projéctions Eﬁrough 1988-89

[ ‘ A

: . . Voc-Tech Total ' . Per Cept Total No.
. Year'. : Academic. ~ Regular Adult . Voo—T%Fh. Voc-Tech FTE
: : ' i " Actual _
1974275 2,338 - v 1,526 . 281 1,807 = 46.66 3,873
1975-76 , 2,479 1,740 291 . 2,031 . 142,49 ) 4,780
1976-77 - .2,783 * 7 1,586 " 216 1,802 39.30 4,585
1977-78 }5,@623 1,847 322 2, 37.20 5,831
( T e - :
T Projections 8 ' ' . o
/ : Per Cent Per Cent T v . -t
. ~ Acad. ~ Voc-Tech ° T
'1978-%9 4,469 " ' g3.0 . 37.0 2,625 : 7,094
1979-80 4,836 60. 0 40.0 3,224 8,060
1980-81 4,884 55.0 45.0 3,996 - 8,880
‘1981-82 _ 4;910 .7, . -52.0 48.0- 4,532 . . 9,442
1982-<83 5,170 " 50.0 50.0. 5,170 Co 10,340
1983-84 5,674 , 50.0 + 50.0 5,674 11,348
1984-85 . 6,130 ' ~50.0 0.0 6,130 . 12, 260 :
1985-86 6,430 50.0 * 50.0 - 6,430 12,860
1986-87 6,519 -9 48.0 1 52.0 7,062 \ ‘ 13,581
1987-88 7,457 ) , - 4B.Q . 52.0 8,079 ' : 15,%36
1988-89 7,488 . 48.0° = 52:0 8,112 - . 15,600
8This 3662 academic FTE i$ 62.80% of the total 5831 ETE. . /ig
. - v .
b - oo : N

This 2169 Voc~Tech FTE is 37.20%.of the total 5831 FTE. : )
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(2) the percentage of the average salary for 1nstructrpnal

~
N

supplles and expenses. These,lnclude 1nstructlonal sup- -

N

plies, secretarlal help and supplles, telephone and
travel (3) The student-teacheruratlo. Thls is the : *

- 3 "
aVérage number of “students per full-time equivalent facultyﬂj

member‘(usﬁally'lS semester hours or 22 contact hours per

week) . Vocational-technical courses may be not in excess:

of 24 shop hours per week.

t

_ Based upon the above qriteria or principles the
data for 1977-7}/should be (é; adequate flnances were .
avallable) as llsted in Table 4. The actual fdll-time
faculty members earned'an average’ salary of $13, 500.¥or L

o
o

3
o D L

-

a 9gmonth term. There are, however, many part-tlme ’ -,

v

faculty who receive much lowet salaries for ofie ot two

v
'three-hour courses. The present finances available do not -

N

perm1t mostly full- tlme "faculty members.. Adequate

flnances should be as noted for 1977-78 (Taple 4).
4
Note that of the average salary of $13 500 00,

15.0 per’ cent is added (coiumn_B) or $2,025.00 per »
faculty. This amount on an average will provide the:

-

finances for ingtructional supplies gpr an EnS%;sh’instruci

:

tor as well as for the welding or, data processi g instruc-

tOI'. 4.‘ ’ ) - -




Table 4 : ' J

’
L

. ‘The Average Faculty Salary, 15.0 Per Cent, for Instructional Supplies and Expense,
Total Educational Cost per Faculty Member, the Student-Teacher Ratio, the
Average Cost per FTE for Instruction and the Total Average Educational N

L Cost per FTE

. »

College
_Year-

Average 15.0% Instruc- Total Inst. S-T Instr. Total Edu-
Faculty tional Supply Cost per Ratio Cost cational
Salary ,‘and Expense Faculty ) Per Cost per FTE
R ~ FTE

+ €

1977-78

1978-79
"1979-80
1980-81
1981-82
1982-83
1983-84
1984-85
1985-86
.1986-87
1987-88
1988-89

T . - Actual .
$13,500.00 $2,025.00 $15,525.00 $ 739.29  $1,297.00
' ) Projected,

14,310.002 2,146.50 16,456.50 . 783.64 +.1,374.81
.15,168.60 2,275.29 17,443.89 830.66 1,457.30
16,078.72 2,411.81 18,490.53 - - 880.50 1,544.74
17,043.44  2,556.52 19,599.96 . %990.91°.  1,563.00 .
18%066.05 2,709.91 20,775.96 _ 944.36 ° 1,656.77
19,150.01 2,872.50 22,022.51. 1,001.02 1,756.18
20,107.51P 3,016.13 ' 23,123.54 1,051.08 1,844.00
21,112.89  3,166.93 24,277.98 1,055.5694 1,851.86
. 22,168.54 ° 3,325.28 25,493.81 1,108.43 1,944.61
,23,276.97  3,491.55 26,768.52" 1,163.85 2,041.84
24,440.82 3,666.12 28,106.94 . 1,222.04 2,143.93

N .

%From 1977-78 through 1983-84 the increase 1566.9% per year.

bFrom 1984-85 through 1988—89’the‘incréasé waé 5.0% per yeaf.

Note that 22 student ratio increased the cost: of instructlon per FTE:

only to $890.91 over the $880 50 for a 21 student ratio.

«< cost of instruct

*

dyote th?ﬁ 23 student-teacher ratio increased to only $1,055.56 the
on per FTE over the $1,051.08 for a 22. student-teacher ratio.
p ;

/
~

~ \
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The total for a faculty member on an average ofs
$13,500.00 plus $2,025..00 instructional Suéplies,and :
expenses amounts to $15,525.00 for 1977-78 (column 4).

(3) The student-teacher ratio for 1977-78 was

]

21 studerits per FTE faculty or 1 faculty for each 21

~

studentg. ‘Thié is a little high buE the adﬁinistration
gnd:faculty arehto be congratulated on maintaining this
1-21 ratio. As the enrollment increaSes in number the
ratio should be 1-22 for 1982-83 thrqugh‘1984-85, and °
1-23 for 1585-86 through 1988-89 as shown in Table 4,
coiumn 5. | '
I.(4) The cost of'instructibn (salaries and instruc-
tional supplies and expenses) per faculty.of $15,525.00
as noted above divided by 21 (the l-2l‘ratio) gives
$739.29 (column 6) for 1977-78 as the total instructional
cost per full-time §tudent-equivafent (FTE) . N

Now bésed somewhat on the Qresent pe:cgdtages
for the fou£ major budget items of an operating budget

and the percentages for each "Item," the percentages used

for the A,C.C: educational budget are as follows:

&

/




Item - Per Cent
Administration , 21.0 y
' Instruction g 57.0 . )
Library--LRC® . \\\\ 7.0 - )
/  .Plant Oper. and Maint. - 140 '
Institutional Research a l.Oh E
) ‘, Total ' 100.0
‘ ! ’
aLéarnihg‘Resouf&es Center’ \\)/*

(5) Since the total in;:;ﬂcgiqnal cost ber FTE
for 1977-78 (coiumndﬁ, Table 4) wés $739.29 which is in
turn 57.0 éé} cent of the total edgcationai co$E~per FTE,
then 0.57 divided into $739.29 amounts to $1297.61, the
total instructional cost.”‘

The average fatulty salary of $13,500ﬂ90 was

a—

. - - “~
increased each year over the previous year at the rate

of 6.0 per cent from 1977-78 through 1983-84 and 5.0 'per
ceng for 1984-85 through 1988-89. 1In like manner ag for
1977-78 the samé type of calculations were used to deter-
mine the total educational cost per FTE through 1988-89

(see Table 4). The aavantage of this percentage formula
is that since the cost of instruction is based on 57.0 pe

’”

v < i .
cent of the total budget, all budget items are based on

—~
the average salary of the faculty.

’

~

r

o
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A stud&,was made of some of the academic support .

1

per FTE (Coordinating Board) and theé Vocatioﬂkl—Technioal-
‘*4 - % [y v ]
FTE support for TEA and the determination in Table 5

-

seem to ‘be about average for the colleges. The $831.25
N « .

. \ .
Academic*Aid and' the $1,041.42 for vocatiohal4technical

-

ald for 1977-78 were ‘the actual figures. The other cal- -

culatlons for 1978-79 through 1983<84 were based on an

- —

. increase of 5.0 per cent per year and through 1988-89 an

!

! :
annual increage of 4.0 per cent.

»

The acdtual assessed valuations less the tax

- . ' o
¢ exemptions ‘are listed for 1971 through 1977. There was
& :

an increase of $1,549,207,880 fqor the six.years 1971 .

through 1977 or an average annual’ increase of
$258,201,313.00. It is believed thig increase cannot
continue each yearl ;he low increases for the s;x years
» were $181,190, 260 in 1975 and '$144,684,440 in 1977.
These two added total $325, 874 640. This*sum divided
by 2 gives $l68 937, 370 as an average low increase. .
ThlS amount was added each year from 1977 through 1988
to give the pro;ectlons in assessed valuatlons . (See Tab}e 6.)
:4%& ‘ The projocted assessed valuation for 1978 was .
$3,090,967,450; for 1983, $3,905,654,300; and for l9%§, )
$4,720,341,150.; This procedure of the'same.ingrease each

)] . . .
yvear does not allow for much'inflation. In other words,

L
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‘Table 5

The Actual Academic and Voc.-Tech. Aid Per, FTE for
1977-78 and the Projected Aids from, 1978-79
through 1989-90 with Percentage Increase &

T/ o Noted '
" College Per?Cent
Year Aca@emic\ Voc¢.~Tech. Increase
" 1977-78 $ 831.25% $1,041.423 -
1978-79 872.81P 1,093.49° 5.00
1979-80 - 916.45 ' 1,148.16 .+ 5.00
1980-81 962.27 1,205.57 5.00
1981-82 1,010. 38 .1,265.85 5.00
/- 1982-83 1,060.90 , . 1,329.14 5.00
"~ "1983-84 1,113.95 " 1,395.60 5.00
1984-85 1,169.65 . 1,465.38 5.00
. 1985-86 1,216.44C 1,524.00C 4.00
B 1986-87 1,265.10 1,584.96 4.00
7 1987-88 1,315.70 1,648.36 4.00
. 1988-89 1,368.33 1,714.29 4.00
aActudlji .o N )

’bPrbjected through 1984-85 at an annual increase
of 5.0 per, cent..

. cProjected thfbugh 1988-89 at an annual increase
of 4.0 per cent. ) '
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/ - ‘ Table 6
The Actual Assessed Valuations Less Tax Exemptions
. o, for Austin Community College for 1971 through
- 1977 and the Projections from 1978
. ' through 1989
]
Year Assessed Valuations Annual Difference
: . Per Cent .
éEEEEE- / ‘Inérease
1971 $1,378,822,200 R ' -- .
1972 1,572,408,200 $193,586,000 14.05
1973 747,146,200 168,324,000 . 7.05
"1974 3 2,126,240,400 379,094,200 21,70
1975 2,307,430,200 181,190,200 8.52
1976 2,783,345,640 475,915,400 . 20.63
. 1977, 2,928,030,080 144,684,440 ° 5.20
’ » Projections ‘
1978 3,090,967,450 The difference between the
1979 3,253,904,820 . 1977 assessed valuations
1980 3,416,842,190 - and 1971 valuation is
. 1981 3,579,779,560 $1,549,207,880 divided by 6
1982 3,742,716,930 years gives an average annual
1983 3,905,654,300 increase of $258,201, 313.
1984 4,068,591,670 This seems high for next 1l
, 1985 4,231,529,040 years. ssibly an average
1986 ' 4,394,466,410 of /(I7 #
1987 .4,557,403,780 1975 . $181,190,200
1988 -°4,720,341,150 and 1977 144,684,440
" .o totaled '$325,874,640
’ - Co averaged $162,937,370

This is possibly a conserva-
tive annual .increase to use
for projections.

Al -
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) A3
) dthese prOjeCth?S are most conservative so Eﬁat any tax

‘rate suggested will be sure to be adequate to produce

the amqunt of income and expendltures needed.

*  The budgets of "Expenditures and Income" for each

‘.year from 1977-78 through :1988-89 are calculated by-use

of the data in Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6 as follows:

)

NG




Table 7

8

15.

The Budget of Expendltures and Income Calculated from the

Data in Tables 3, 4,

®

5 apd<®6 for the Years 1977-78
through 1988-89 and the :Lotal Tax.-Rates Needed
to Support the Expenditures Needed

1977-178

oo . Expenditures'

»

5831 FTE @ $1297.61

2.0% for Continuing Education
2.0% for Fringe Benefits

2.0% for Contingency Fund

Total
. ? Income
5,831 FTE '@ $300.00 Tuition? -
5,831 Student Fees @ $30.00 ¢
Sub-total

L It

2,179 FTE (TEA) Aid @ $1,041. 4aaa

3,662 FTE. Academic Aid @ %831 25
Sub-total “

2.81 cents local tax on 1977
assessed value of $2,928,030, 0&0
@ 95.0% Collection

a Total

The actual. ‘amounts

. as follows'

Item “Per Cent -
Admldfgtratlon 21.0
Instructlon'_
Fatulty Sal-
aries $3,750,284.72

15.0% Instk.=
Sup. and Exp.
Sub-total

562,542.71

* Library-LRC

*Plant Oper. and
Maint.
Institutional .
Research
Sub-total .
Continuing Education
Fringe Benefits
Contingency Fund .
. Total Budget

20

i

$7,566,363.
151.327.
151,327.
151,327,

91
28
28
28

$8,020,345.

$1,749,305.
174,930.

75

00
00

$1,924,230.

2,269,254.
3,044,037,

00

00
00

$7,237,854.

$ . 182,491.

00

75

$8,020,345,

$

4,312,827,
529,645.

1,059,290.

-

"« 75,663.

Amount
$1,588,936.

75

42

43

47.

95

64

$7,566,363.91
151,327.
. 151,327,
151,327.

28
28
28

. $8,020,345.

75

The above income distributed to the. bﬁpget items ,
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"
¢ - 1978-79
~ Expenditustp £
X /"’" . BN 3
7,094 .FTE @ $1,374.81 AT

2.0% for Continuing Education: o

270% for Fringe Benefits ' '

2.0% for Contingency Fund
Total *

J

a

-7 : -~ Inceme

7,094 FTE @ $300.00 Tutition
7,094 FTE @ $30 00 Fees )
g _ Sub~totalN
2 625 Voc.-Tech. FTE TEA Ald @ $973.71
4,469 Acad. FTE Gbord. Board Aid

@ $753.71. : P

« Sub-total ' ,

6.04 cents tax on 1978 assessed .
n of $3, 253,904 720 @ 95 0% -

\valuat
cdllectiofi v
-~ Total ) .8

N

2actual but probably nat accurate because actual
* number of FTE was larger thapg ‘projected.’

&

ar

16

B

$ 9,752,90

° 195,05
195,058.
195,058.04

$10,338,076.26
B

$ 2,128,200.00
' 212,820.00
'$°2,341,020.00
2,763,401.00

¥ 3,368,329.49
§8,472,750.49

S

-
¢ 1,865,325.77
?Lo,388,076.2@

~

Those state~

federal aids in Table 5 are whatfthey'should be for

1978- 79,
> v P < < o \
” N 3
4
: P —
. '
. R 3
- ‘et
w .
) !
& [
[ . <
- ":
L
- P}
"
t/» ]
v ’ 2 !‘.
[ .
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’
& ¥
‘'
o
»
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1979-80

~ * . Expenditures

8060 FTE @ $1457.30
2.0% Continuing Education
2.0% Fringe Benefits
- 2.0% Contingency- Fund
’ . Total |, , T
1 ,5‘ 3 . - ) ,
v o Ipcome
. i
‘ 8,060 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition 7
8,060 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
Sub-total
4,838 Acad. FTE (Coord. Board)
@ $916.45
_3,224\Voc.~-Tech.
“\Sub-total .
5.36 cents tax on 1979 assessed
valuation of $3,253,904,720 @ 95.0%

-

collection \

(TEA) @ $1,148.16
N\

-

$ N

DO
o

-

$11,745,838.
234,916.
,  234,916.
234,916

00
76
76

.76

$12,450,588.

$ 2,418,000.
241,800

28

00

.00

$ 2,659,800.

4,431,952
3,701,667.

00«

.28

84

.$10,793,320.

1,657,168.

04

22

-~ ¥
$12,450,588.

28"
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- o~
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M . 1980-81
g § ¢, . ‘
- . ™
T SN // Expenditures
" 8,880\FTE @ $1,544.74 .

2.0% .COntinuing Education

4 3.0% Fringe Benefits ;
° 2.0% Contingency Fund >
b Total -
4 .. ¢
. L . -
P Income

- 8,880 FTE @’saoo 00 »Tuition
8v880 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
: Sub-total
o TZ 884 Acad. FTE @ $962.27
- 3,

: ' Sub-total :
6.62 cents local tax on 1980
assessed valuation of ’
’ .$3,416,842,040.00 . 95.0% of
collection ‘

.w Total ’

996 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,205. §7€f;

;o

B\

Is

€ <

$13,717,291.20

274,345.83"

411,518.74
274,345.83

$14,677,50L.60

. .
$ 2,640,000.00
264,000.00

$, 2,904y 000.00
4,669,726.68
4,817,450.72

$12,391,184.40

~

2,149,144.20

$14,540,328.60

\'?sso.




. 1981-82

Eiﬁenditures

9,442 FTE- @ $1,563.00 ..
2.0% Continuing EBducatipn
3.0% Fringe Benefits

- 2.0% Contingency Fund

Total

Income
. . -~ .
9,442 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition
9,442 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
Sub~total ,/’ -
4 910 Acad. -FTE @ $1,010.738
'4,532 Voc,<Jech.. -@ §1,265. 85
fSub—total N
5.81 cents local tax on-~1981 asSessed

valuation of $3,579,779, 360 @ 95. 0%‘

of collection
Total

> o

$14,757, 846.
' .92
.38
.92 -

295,156
442,735
295,156

19

00

§15,790,895.

$ 2,832,600
283,260.

22 ¢

.00

00

§ 3,115,860.
4,960,965.
5,736,932.

0,
80
20 , -

13,813,658.

1,977,237

00

S22,

$15,790,895.

23 .
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10, 340 FTE @ $1, 656 77

N , . 1982 83 . ° .
/ - * o
Expendltures

&,

2.0% Contlnulng.Educatlon

3:0%.%P¥inge Bénefits - i .
2.0% Contingency“Fund '
Total , . ¢

T A Income\f '
. - ’

10, 340 FTE @ $300.00 Tultlon

10,340 FTE @ $30.00 Fees .
Sub-total . S

-

.

5,170 FTE Acad. FTE @ $1,06Q° L
5,170 FTE Voc.-Tec;ngTE @'$Q 29.14

Sub-total '})h -
7.2Q ‘cents loga% ‘{ on assessed -
- valuation $3,742,716,930,

-@ 95.0% of chlectlon 7 R

Total -

) by ,
i
4
{ - .
~ o ! . e
— B

\

3

*

\r\

% 17,131,001. 80
N . 3424%620.04
' 513,930.05

343,620.04 )

‘$18,330,171.93.

yy
@ . ~

- $ 3,102,000.00

310,200%00
$-3,412,200.00
5,484,853.00
6,871,653.80
$15,768,706.80

 2,561,465.1%

i $18,330,171.93"
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1983-84

‘Expenditures

11,348 FTE @$1,756.18

2.0% Continuing Education

3.0% Fringe Benefits

2.0% Contingency Funds
Total )

Income -

11,348 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition
11,348 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
Sub-total
5,674 Acad. FTE @ $1,113.95
5,674 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,395.60
Sub-total
9.00 Cents local tax on 1983
assessed valuation of
$3,905,654,300 @ 95.0% of
collection
Total

o
&)

-~

$l9,929,l§0.64
398,582.61
597,973.92
398,582,61

$21,324,169.78

$ 3,404,900.00

340,490.00

$ 3,745,390.00

7,918,634.40
,$17,984,576.60

3,339,593.18

$21,324,169.78

LY

21
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1984-85

f Expenditures

12,260 FTE @ $1844.00

2.0% Continuing Education

¢3.0% Fringe Benefits

2.0% Contingency Fund
Total =~

Income ,

12,260 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition

12,260 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
Sub-total

6,130 Acad. FTE @ $1,169.65

6,130 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,465.38 %

Sub-total
"10.33 cents local tax on 1»984
assessed valuation of
$4,068,591,670 @ 95.0% of
collection .
Total

27

$22,607,440.00
452,148.80
678,223..20
452,148.80

22

$24,189.960.80

$ 3,678,000.00
367,800.00

$ 4,045,800.00
7,169,954.50
8,982,779.40

$20,198,533.90

3,991,426.90

$24,189,960.80
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1985-86

C o - Expenditures

12,860 FTE @ $1,851.86

2.0% Continuing Education

3.0% Fringe Benefits

2.0% Contingency Fund
Total

{ Income

12,860 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition’
12,860 FTE @ $30.00
Sub-total
6,430%Acad. FTE @ $1,216.44
6,430 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,524.00
Sub-total .

9,00 cents local tax on 1985
assessed valuation of
$4,231,529,040 N

Total )

28

23

- v 2
$23,814,919.60
476,298. 39
714,447.59°
476,298.39

$25,481,963.97

$ 3,858,000.00
385,800.00

$ 4,243,800.00
7,821,709.20
9,799,320.00

$21,864,829.20

3,617,134.77

$25,481,963.97




1986-87

. " Expenditures

13,581 FTE @ $1,944.61 ) (//
2.0% Continuing Education

3.0% Fringe Benefits

- 2.0% Contingency Fund #

'~ Total

© o R Income

13,581 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition

13,581 FTE @ $30°.00 Fees
Sub-total

6,519 Acad. FTE @ $1,265.10

7,062 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,584.96
Sub-total

10.39 cents' local tax on assessed

valuation of $A,394,446,410 @ 95.0%

collection :
Total - e -

“

24

$24,409,748.41
528,194.97
792,292.45

'~ 528,194.97

$28,258,430.80

$ 4,074,300.00
407,430.00

$ 4,481,730.00
8,247,186.90
11,192,987.52

$23,921,904.42
L]

4,336,526.38

$28,258,430.80




1988-89

Expenditures

15,600 FTE @ $2,143.93 - $33,445,308.00
2.0% Continuing Education 668,906.16
3.0% Fringe, Benefits 1,003,359.24
2.0% Contingency Fund 668,906.16

Total $35,786,479.56

Income

15,600 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition $ 4,680,000.00
15,600 FTE @ $30.00 Fees 468,000.00
‘ Sub~-total $ 5,148,000.00
7,488 Acad. FTE @ $1,368.33 10,246,055.00
8,112 Voc.~-Tech. FTE @ $1,714.29 13,906,320.48
Sub-=total " $29,300,375.48
14.46 cents local tax on 1988
assessed valuation of
$4,720,341,150 @ 95.0% of
ollection 6,486,1Q04.08
Total ) $35,786,479.56

The above income is distributed to the budget
items as follows:

Item ! 4 _Per Cent IAmount

Administration 21.0 $ 7,023,514.68
Instruction: .
Faculty Sal-
aries $16,577,239.62
Instr. Sup.
, and EXxp. 2,486,585.94 ;
Sub-total 19,063,825.56
Library-LRC ¢, 2,341,171.56
Plant Oper. &
Maint. 4,682,343.12
Institutional
Research ‘. 334,453.08
Sub-total $33,445,348.06
Continuing Education 668,906.16
Fringe Benefits ) 1,003,359.24
Contingency Fund 668,906.16
Total Bgdget of Expenditures $35,786,479.56

5
-

~
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1987-88"
K

Expenditures
15,536 PTE @ $2,041.84 .
2.0% Continuing Education -
3.0% Fringe Benefits
2.0% Contingency Fund
Total :

Income

15,536 FTE @ $300.06 Tuition
15,536 FTE @ $30.00 Fees
Sub-total )
7,457 Acad. FTE @ $1,315.70
.8,079 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,648.36
Sub-total ’
.*13.14 cents local tax on 1987
' assessed valuation of
$4,557,403,780.00
Total

$31,722,026.

634,440.
951,660.
634,440.

$33,942,568.

$ 4,660,800.
466,080.

$ 5,126,880.
9,811,174.
13,317,100,

$28,255,155.

5,687,412.

$33,942,568.




- S . - <L , ' C 27
The tax rates for the cost of space needed in addi-
tion to the space now ysed (1977-78) are summarized in v
Table 8. The rates range from 2.81 €ents per $100.00
valuation in 1977 to 9.0 in 1983-84 up to 15.0 cents in
,1988~89. * A maximum éax rate of 15.0 to 20.0 cenﬁs will be

needed beyond 19.88-89.: ' -

~

32
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* ¢ R
p Table 8
The Tax Rates Needed from 1977-78 through 1988-89
’ . for the Educational Operation of ACC :
EY »
P . ’
College . Tax Rate In Cents
i Year Actual _ Rounded
. 1977 L e 2,81 ' 3.00
1978 6.04 ' - . 6.00
1979 5.36 , 6.00
1980 - 3 6.62 ,7.00
1981 5.81, . 6.00 -
1982 7.20 . T 7.00 .
. 1983 > 9.00 z ,19.00
11984 10.33 : 311.00
1985 9.00 : « 9.00
1986 10.39 ) - 11.00
1987 13.14 13.50
1988 : 14.46 15.00
.Q °
D L
.
’ § -
3 . @
» i sy
1 ‘ L]
e
C
993 .

—)




3
i3

. Summary Y
» ’

The voters of, Austin Community College District
should vote a maximum t%g Sf‘%s.o cents per $100.00 of i
assessed vaiuatipﬁ through l9éé. These rates' are based on
$300.00 tuition (sio.eoo Ber credit hour) and $30.00 fees .
($1.00 per hour) . ' | )

_In the next section will be a tax rate based or

tuition of $100.00 per FTE for the year at $50.00 pef

< s -

‘semester for an FTE and $40.00 in fees or $20.000§er

semester. . ; . g o o ey
These taxes are very essential to (a) keep up the

qdality:of the instruction; (b) expand the academic andg

especially the vocational—-technical offerings in order to L

.

meet the needs of the citizenry; (c) secure more fu;l-ﬁime
faculty members gnd less part-time than was’ true in 1977-

78; (d4)- prOV1de adequate llbrary learnlng,reeources center
facilities; (e) make avaliable more adequate instructional

supplies and expenses; and (f) expand the student populal,'

tion which will ingrease if money and bd!ldings are

available. : S \.{ . .

N

o R
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, i “ "‘, f > . v
The Projections of the Travis County Assessed - . -
' Valuations, Tax Rates and Taxes Pai or a . ,

Travis County Cojmunity Colleg€ Based on R

. the Amount of Dollars Needed Each Year - ) —
' .for the Austin Community College RN .
) . ,

County Assegsed Valuations-—The actual assessed .,

. valuations for~Travis @ohnty forhlgz; through 1977 aﬁd
. s ° : : e ) [

%

the projected .assessed paluations from 1978 through 1988
are listed in Table 9. As shown in Table 9 the increase

in the assessed valuations from 1971 through 1977 (6

’ " . +‘years) waé $723,219,0§3 ?rlan average annual increase of
i : $120,563,513. This average yearly increase igitod~mucp
o for future projections. The. better increase,wou%d be
the increase from 1976 59 1977, or $89,358,164. Hence
this amount is added to the $1,159,492,250 of;}977 to -
makéotﬂe projection, for 1978 to be $1,248,850,414. This €
\famount-of $89,358,16é waf'added each fqllowing’year. Ehe‘
‘ projected assessed valu&tion for 1583 &as’$1,6§5,641,234

}

. ( * and for 1988 wa$§ $2,231,790,218.
[ + . - 3 \ ' .
Tax Rates for Travis County.Community College-

v -

District--The data for 'each §ear's budget for Austin Com-

1

munity College (ACC). in Table 7 give the amount of local

tax funds needed. These same amounts would be needed for

v

'a Travis County-wige Community College district. * For

.

exaﬁple, if there had been a tax for AcC. in 1977 there

(3]

" would bekﬁeeded in tax funds $1,7Q2,491.75\aﬁd~a 7.0 cent

< .
, .. . P ~ N

g .35 ’,,




Tab%e 9

-

- T T *~ The Actual Assessed Valuation of Travis County for
1971 through 1977 and the Projected Valuation

- ) ) - from .1978+ through 1988
. ‘ Year - Amount wf' Difference "Per Cent
Lok ’Actugf‘
1971, $ 436,273,167 - - -
1972 558,838,400 $122,565,233 28.09
- : 5 1973 761,673,418 202,835,018 - 36.42
) 1974 898,675,474 137,002,056 17.99
é?~ ' 1975 1,004,895,657 106,220,189 . 11.32
1976  1,070,134,086 . . 65,238,429 6.49
1. . 1977 1,159,492,250 89,358,164 8.35
\ . ‘ ' ' Projected
‘ 1978 1,248,850, 414 Note: :
. 1979 1,338,208,578 / g?gmi?ggiaig i37¥a%ges
1980  1,427,566,742 o

-years) is $723,219,083
1981 1,516,924,906 or an average yearly
increase of $120,536,513..
1982 1’606’283f070 This average increase
1983 1,695,641,234 is too much for subse=-
. , quent years. To be con-
1984 1,874,357,562 servative the $89,358,164
1985 1,963,715,726 increase in 1977 is added
1986"” 2,053,073,890 each year throggh 1988.

®

i 1987 142,432,054
1988 2,231,790,218 . )
. ~ T
o - . _
J ~
ib« ~
!.:)(o , 36 ”

it
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~

district tax on an assessed valuation of $2,928,030;080.
As noted in Table 10 on a Travis Connty assessed valuatijn
of $1,890,714.75 there would be needed a county tax of
17.17 or 17.0 cents. . N

2 Likewise, as shown in Table 10, the tax rates on
the county values are celcnlated £8r each year through
1988-89,

A comparison of the tax rates for an 'Austin Com-
munity Coilege;Di;trict and those for a Travis County
Community-College District are ghown in Table 11. (See
footnotes a and b.) 4

The aséesseé valuation of the Austin Community
College ﬁistrict (ACC) is the samé’ as that of the Aystin
Independent School Dlstrlct (AISD) In 1977 this assessed

a

valuation was $2,298,030,080. (See Table 6.) The Travis

et \

County assessed valuation of -the same property in the ACC
DlStrlCt was $879, 325 540. This $879,325,540 is 30.03 éer
cent of the ACC evaluatlon Of $2,298,030,080.

Based upon the assumpt}on that the Tr§V1s County
assessed, value will remain about 30.03 per cent of that of

AISD the projected ;;3 rates of an ACC District and Travis

'County tax rates for a community college ére shown for the

different assessed valuations .for the years 1977, 1982,

1985 and 1988.

;o
37




. - . Table 10 -

TraVis County Tax Rates for the Educatiodnal Operation
= of A Community College Based on Tax Needs
” from 1977-78 through 1988-89

‘.

1977-78

8.45 cents county tax on 1977 assessed.
| wvaluation of $1,159,492,250 @ 95 0% :
collectlon $ 782,491.75

-~

« 1978-79

>  15.7 cents county tax on 1978 county
’ assessed valuation of-$1,248,850,414
@ 95.0% collection . 1,865,250.60

1979-80

[4
13.0 cents county tax on 1979 county -
assessed valuation of $1,338;208,378 Y
* @ 95.0% collection . 1,657,168.24

1980-81

15.8 cents county tax on 1980 assessed
valuation of $1,427,566,442 @ 95.0%
collection 2,149,144.20

-

o 1981-82

P ,

* 13.7 cents county tax on 1981 fssessed

& valuation of $1,516,924,906 @ 95.0%
collection .

1982-83

16.8 cents county tax on 1982 -assessed
valuation of $1,606,283,070 @ 95.0%

collection . %55656465.13

- '1983-84

20.7 cents county tax.on. 1983 assessed
valuation of $1,695,641, 234 @ 95.0%
tollection 3’339’5%3f18

38




Table 10 (Continued)

.o . 1984-85 | NP

‘ L . -
22.4 cents county tax on 1984 assessed - #
valuatioh of $1,874,353,562 @ 95.0% - ™
collection e : . ' $3,991,426.90
| 1985-86 >

19.4 cents county tax on 1986 assesded
valuation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0%

collection s ) 3,617,134.77
. -1986-87 '
23.2 cents county f{ax on 1986 assessed
valuation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0%
collection™ 4,336,526.38
‘% , v . ¢ .
' 1987-88
. 26.8 cents county tax on 1987 assessed >
valuation of $2,142,432,054 @ 95.0% - ~ o
gplIection . - S ' 5,687,412.73
L ' : - -
' 1988-89 ' )
27.9% cents county tax on 1978 asses;bd .
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0% .
collection . : 6,486,104.%&

I ‘

a"I‘he projected assessed valuation w'll‘bé enough
to keep the tax rate at 28.0 cents. ' <\~’//7

A ' A
A

L.
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Table 11

The Austin Community College District Tax Rates in
Cents (in Rounded Figures), and the Tax Rates
for a Travis County College District for
the Educational Operatiop of thex. .
College Are Listed for 1977-78 .
through 1988-q§

td

Year ' A.C.C. Travis County
1977 - 3.6 - 9.0
- 1878 6.0 16.0
1979 6.0 13.0
1980 - 7.0% 16.0%
1981 6.0 14.0
1982 . 7.0 17.0
1983 9.0 , 21.0
1984 : 11.0 Tt 23.0
1985 9.0 a4 20.0
1986- i 11.0 ~ 23.0
1987 ; 14.0° 27.0
1988 © 15.0P 28.0P

a s

v

4rhe 1980 tax rates for ACC District are on a

' . projected dssessed valuation of $3,416,842,190 and for a

Travis County. Commynity College on an assessed valuation -
of $1,427,566,742. /

Prhe 1988 tax rates for ACC is on an assessed
valuation of $4,720,341,150 and on a Travis County
District projected assessed valuation of $2,231,790,218.

~ »




1978, 1984 and 1988 as

Table 12

hraod

The Year Market value ACC Tax Rate in Cents on Its Assessed Valuation
and Amount of Taxes Paid; Travis County Tax Rate in Cents on Its
"Assessed Valuation and Travis County Taxes Paid for the Years

Educational Operation with Tuition

at $300.00
. ACC Value @ 75.0% County Value ,
Market Tax Assessed Amount of Tax Asséssed Amount of
Year Value Rate Valuation Taxes Rate Valuation . Taxes
$ 20,000 .0 $ 15,000 $ 9.00 16.0 $ 4,504.50 s 7.21
1978 .50,000 .0 37,500 . 22.50 16.Q 11,261.503 - 18.02"
,”T 100,000 .0 75,000 45.00 16.0 52,522,50 36.04
c 200,000 .0 150,000. 90.00 16.0 45,045.00 72.08
S 20,000‘ 11.0 $ 15,000 $ 16.50 23.0 $ 4,504.50 $ 10.36
1984 50,000 11.0 37,500 ‘ 41.25 23.0 11,261.50 25.90
" 100,000 11.0 75,000 82.50 23.0. 22,522.50 51.80
200,000 , 11.0 150,000 165.00 23.0 45,045.00 103.60
$ 20,000 15.0 $ 15,000 $ 22.50 28.0 $ 4,504.50 "12.61
1988 S0,0QO’ 15,40 37,500 56,25 28.0 11,261.50 31.53
100,000 15.0 75,000 142.50 28.0 22,522.50 63.06
15.0 150,000 225.00 28.0 45,045.00 126.13

200,000

41
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.
.

The amount of taxes paid on a residence or other
pfoperty wi;h a market value of $20,000 (Table 12) in 1978
would be $9.00 in the Acé Districtr;nd $7.21 on the Travis
County Distrigt. The year of 1984 the taxes would be
$16.50 in the ACC District and $10.36 in a Travis County
District. The tax in 1988 would be $22.50 in the ACC Dis-
trict and in a Travis County District, $12.61. ’

The amounts for 1978, 1984 qu 1988 for property
with a market value of.$50,000, $100,000 and $200,000 are

also listed in Table 12.
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. Educatlonal Budgets of Expenditures and Income
from 1977-78 through 1988-89

Ed

The budgets are calcélated in Table 13 by use of
the data in Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6. The student charges are
$10.00 per semester hours as tultlon and $1. 00 per semester
hours as fees. Tne total cost per FTE (15 semester hours
. @ $10.00) $150.00 per semester and (15 semester hours @
"$1.00) $15.00 eacn semester which, for the school year;'
would be $300.00 tuition and $30.00 tuition. The budgets
are listed in Table 13.° .

Listed in Table 14 are the tan rates on the Travis,
County assessed valuations should th;re ever'be an exten-
sion of the college district codnty-wide. The tax rates

for the ACC District and Travis County are summarized i

Table 15 for comparisona .

’ . «

— ‘ \ The‘tax rates on the market values*of a $20,000,
N $50, 000, $100,000 and $200,000 res1dence or other property
for 1978, 1984 and 1988 aﬂe shown in Table 16. For example,”
the, amount of theftax and /taxes paid on the market value of °
a $50,000 residenee or other property would be for 1978, .
11.0 cents and $41.25; 1984, 17.0 cents and $d3.75; and in -

1988, 20.0 cents and $75.00 respectively.

5 - P
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The Budget of Expenditures and- Income Calculated from the

Data in Tables 3, 4,

through 1988-89 .and the Local Tax Rates Needed
to Support the Expenditures Needed

5 and 6 for the Years 1977-78

1977-78

Expenditures

5831 FTE € $1297.61

2.0% for Continuing Education

2.0% for Fringe Benefits

2.0% for Contingency Fund
Total

Income

5,831 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition

5,831.FTE @ $40.00 Fees

2,179 FTE TEA Aid @ $1041.422

3,662 FTE Academic Aid @ $831.252
Sub-total

6.80 cents local tax on 1977
assessed value of $2,928,030,080
@ 95.0% Collection
Total Income
aThe actual amounts

$7,566,363.
.151,327.
151, 327.
151, 327.

91
28
28
28

$8,020,345

$ 583,100.

233,240,
2,269,254,
3,044,037,

.75

00
00
00
00

$6,129,631.

1,890,714

00

.75

$8,020,345.

75

THe above income distributed td the budget items

as follows:

Item 'Per Cent
Administration 21.0
Instruction: . *
Faculty Sal- | . _
aries - $3,750,284.72
15.0% -Instr.
Sup. and Exp. 562,542.71
Sub-total 57.0
Library-LRC \ 7.0
Plant Oper. and
Maint'. 14.0
Institutional
, Research 1.0
“Sub-total

Continuing Education”

‘Fringe Benefits

Contingency Fund

Total Budget

4:

Amount
$1,588,936.

4,312,827.
529, 645.

1,059,290.

75,663.

42

43

47
95
64

$7,566,363.
151, 327.
151, 327.
151,327.

91
28
28
28

$8,020, 345.

e

75




" 1978-79

Expenditures

7,094 FTE @ $1,374.81

2.0% for Continuing Education

2.0% for Fringe Benefits

2.0% for Contingency Fund
Total

Income -

7,094 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition
7,094 FTE @ $40.00 Fees
o Sub~total . ‘
.2838 Voc.-Tech. FTE TEA Aid @ $973.712a
4256 Acad. FTE Coord. Board Aid
@ $751.132
Sub-total
10.95 cents local tax on 1978 assessed
valuation of 3,253,904,.720 @ 95%
collection
Total

»
&

3actual but prbbably not accurate

number of FTE was larger than projected. Those state-
federal aids in Table 5 are what they should be for

.1978-79.

40

©$ 9,752,831.20
195,056.63
195,056.63
195,056.63
$10,338,001.09

$ 709,400.00
283,760.00

$ 993,160.00
2,763,401.00

3,196,795.00
$ 6,953,356.00

3,384,645.09
$10,338,001.09

because actual
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1979-80

Expenditures

8060 FTE @ $1457.30 $11,745,838.
y " 2.0% Continuing Education 234,916.
% : 2.0% Fringe Benefits L o 234,916.
2.0% ‘Contingency Fund ‘ ' 234,916.
Total ~ $12,450,588.

’ Income

J

8060 ,FTE @ $100.00 Tuition $ 806,000.
8060 FTE @ $40.00 Fees 322,400.
Sub-total $ 1,128,400.
4838 Acad. (Coord. Board) @ $916.45 . 4,431,952,
3224 Voc.-Tech. (TEA) @ $1,148.16 . 3,701,667.
Sub-total $ 9,262,020.

. 9.31 cents tax on 1979 assessed

3 valuation of $3,253,904,720 .
@ 95.0% collection 3,188,568.
' Total S $12,450,588.
*\\? A\
’ )
\ : ,
J
< t R ﬁ
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1980-81 -

Expenditures

8,880 FTE @ $1,544.74 Fo~

$13,717,291.20

8 880 FTE @ $40.00 Fees

2.0% Continuing Education 274,345.83°

3.0% Fringe Benefits 411,518.74

2.0% Contingency Fund 274,345.83

. Total $14,677,501.60
Income

8,880 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition $ 888,000.00

355,200.00

Sub-total
4,884 Acad. @ $962.27
3,996 Voc.-Tech. FTE.@ $1205.57,p

$ 1,243,200.00
4,699,726.68
4,817,457.72

Sub=-total
12.07 Cents local tax on 19&0
assessed valuation of
$3,416,842,040.00 @ 95.0%
collectlon

$10,760,384,40

3,917,117.20

Total o $14,540,328.60/




1981-82

: v
' Expenditures

”~

4
9,442 FTE @ $1,563.00
2.0% Continuing Education
3.0% Fringe Benefits,
2.0% Contingency Fund
Total

-

Income

9,442 FTE @ $100.00 Tujition
9,442 FTE @ $40.00 Fees
Sub-total. .
4,910 Acad. FTE @ $1010.738
4,532 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1265.85 TEA
Sub~-total A .
11.09 Cents local tax on 1981 a
wvaluation of $3,579,779,360 @
95.0% collection
Total

ssessed

»

48

43,

00
92
38
92 .
22

.$14,757,846.
295,156.
442,735.
295,156.

$15,790,895.

$ 944,200.
377,680.

$ 1,321,880.
4,960,965.

* 5,736,832,
$12,019,678.

<

T 3,771,217, 22
15,790, 95.22\
) \‘/i/ .

00
00
00
80
20
00

o
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o . - a4
' 1987-83 . '
~ » A’ ¢
" Expenditures . ’
1 - . o
. 10,340 FTE @ $1,656.77. ." _$17 ;131,001.80.
« 2,0% Continuing Edycation 342,620.04 -
3.0% Fringe Benefits - 513,930.05
2.0% Contingency Fuhd ' ) ' 342,620.04_
Total $18,330,171.93
' -‘ LT 'Incohé .
10,340 FTE @ $100.~00 Tuitidn $ 1,034,000.00
10 340 FTE ”@f“$40 00 Fees e 413,600.00.
e ‘& Sub-total [ - - § 1,447,600.00 ° -
5 17D Academlc FTE .@* 51060 90 (State) 5,484,853.00
5,170 Vé¢.-Tech. FTE @ $1329.14 TEA 6,871,653.80
" Sub -total $13,804,106.80
12 7Q Cents local tax .on 4982 assessed '
- valuatlon of $3,742,716, 9%@ @ 95.0% :
§. €éllection. & s o . 4,526,065.13
W ‘ el $18,330,171.93" .
s ‘\ e ; N %’“ . ¢ R
- 5
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\,;hTJW:;‘% : ¥ §
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1983-84

»

. Expenditures

11,348 FTE €.$1,756.18 -
2.0% Continuing Education
3.0% Fringe Benefits

2.0% Contingency Funds

" Total

-

" Income
: . ol
11,348 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition
11,348 FTE @ $40.00.Fees
Sub-~total
5674 Acad. FTE @ $1113.95 State Aid
5674 Noc.-Tech. FTE @ $1395.60 TEA
Sub-total
14.81 Cents local tax on 1983 assessed
valuation of $3,905,654,300 @ 95.0%
collection
Total

o0

L

$19,929,130.64
398,582.61
597,873.92
398,582.61

$21,324,169.78

$ 1,134,800.00
453,920.00

$ 1,588,720.00
6,320,552.30
7,918,634.40

$15,827,906.70

5,496,263.08

$21,324,169.78

.
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1984-85

Expenditures

12,260 FTE @ $1844.00 .

2.0% Contanlng Education 9

3.0% Fringé Bénefits

2.0% Contingency Fund
Total

7 . Income
y—————

12,260 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition . ‘.

12,260 FTE @ $40.00 Fees

Sub-total
6,130 Acad. FTE @ $1169.65 -
6,130 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $l465 38
Sub-total
16.36 Cents local tax on 1984 assessed
valuation of $4,068,591,670.00
@ 95.0% collection
Total ~

ol -

$2

$

2,607,440.00
452,148.80

678,223. 20,

452,148.80
+189,960.80

»

-

1,226,000.00

* 490,400.00

3,

1,716,400.00

7,169,954.50
8,982,77%9.40

$17,869,133.90

6,320,826.90

$2

e

4,189,960.80

46
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e
1985-86

Expenditures !

12,860 FTE @ $1,851.86

2. 0% Contlnulng Educati

3.0% Fringe Benefits .+ .
2.0% Contingency Fund ,

. Total . \

Income

12,860 FTE @ -$100.00 Tuition

12,860 FTE @ $40.00 Fees
Sub-total \
6430 Acad. FTE @ $1216 44 .
6430 Voc.~Tech. FTE @- $1524 00
(3.0%) TEA
Sub-total
15.08 Cents on 1985 assessed
valuatloqiof $4,231,529.040%00
@ 95.0% collection
Total ] *

4

¢

$23,814,919.
476 ,298.
©714,447.
476,298.

60
39
59
39

$25,481,963.

‘

$ 1,286,000.
' 514,400.

57

00
00

$ 1,800,400.
. 7,821,709.

9,799,32p.

00
20

00

$19,421,42pB.

6,060,534.
$25,481,963.97

20

77
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.’1986-87

/////- Expenditures

13,581 FTE J@ "$1%,944.61
2.0% Continuing Education
3.0% Fringe Benefits .
2.0% Contingency Fund ’ ~
* Total -

. Income
13,581 FTE. @ $100.00 Tuition .
13,581 FTE @ $40.00 Fees.
Sub-total -,

$26,409,748.41 -

+528,194.97

48

792,292.45 -
528,194.97

?28,2'58,430.80

N

$ 1,358,100.00
.543,240.00

$ 1,901,340.00,

6,519 Academic FTE @ $1265.10 -. 8,247,186.90
7,062 Voc-Tech FTE @ 51584 96 11,192,987x52
Sub~total $21,341,514.42
" 16.57 Cents local tax on 1986 N
assessed valuation of
$4,394, 466 410.00 @ 95.0%
collection ) . . 6,916,916.38
Total . SN 328;%58,i;?.80
} Kf .
\
. ) ) )
[ ’;‘ \




1987-88

Expenditures

15,536 FTE @ $2,041.84 $31,722,026.
2.0% Continuing Education . . 634,440.
3.0% Fringe Benefits - , 951,660.
™2.0% Contingency Fund 634,440.
Total ) $33,942,568.

’

Income

'15;536 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition *$ 1,553,600.
15,536 FTE @ $40.00 Fees o, 621,440.
Sub-total . $ 2,175,040.
7457 Acad. FTB-@ $1315.70 9,811,174.
8079 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $l648 36 - 13,317,100.
. . Sub~-total $25,303,315.
19.95 Cents local tax on 1987 . : .
assessed valuation of
$4,557,403,780.00 @ 95. 0% _ ,
jh’collectlon , 8,639,252,
Total ' ‘ $33,942,568.




1988-89

Expenditurés

15,600 FTE @ $2143.93
2,0% Continuing Education
3.0% Fringe Benefats
2.0%_Contingency Fund
Total .

. Income

15,600 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition

-

-4

15,600 FPTE @ $40.00 Fees
. Sub-total .
7488 Acad. ETE @ $1368.33
8112 Voc.-Tech. FTE‘@“$1714439
Sub-total

21, 07‘Cents local tax - on 1988

-assesséd valuation, of

- $4,720,341,15Q. 00 @ 95 0%

collectlon
Total \ -

PO

items as follows N

Item T //_// ° Per Cent
Administration “; 21.0
Instructiong :
Faculty SQ&- 7 .
aries $16,577,239.62 -
. Instr. Sup. . . B
and Exp. 2,486,585.94
" Sub-total s 57.00
lerary-LRC ’ . 7.00
Plant Oper. . i
Malnt.,‘;, 14.00
Institutional T
Research - - . 1.00
Sub-<total

Continuing Education -
Frlnge Benefits
Contingency Fund-
Total,Budget ‘of Expendltures

N

) ‘The abOve income is dlstrlbuted

k

33,445,348,

$33,445,308.
668,906.
-1,003,359.
668,906.

00*
16
24
16

$35,786,479.56

$ 1,560,000.00
624,000.00

$:2,184,000.00
10,246,055.04
13,906,320.48

$26,336,375.52

. 9,450,104.-04

' §35,786,479.56

‘to the budgét

Amount
$ 7,023,514.68

56
56

19,063,825
2,341,171,

4,682,343,

. 334,453.08

'6687,906.
+1,003,359.24
: 668,906.16
$35,786,479.56

50
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Table 14

Travis County Tax Rates for a Community College
for Travis County Based on Tax Needs from
1977 -78 through 1988 89 °

a

‘Amdunt of

Tax Rates Taxes Needed

*1977-78

©17.17 cents county tax on county assessed

valuation of $1,159,492,250 @ 95. 0%
collection . .$1,890,714.75

)

1978-79

28.53 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $1,248,850,414 @ 95.0% "
collection 3,384,645.09

L

- 1979-80

25.08 cents county tax on 1979 assessed
valuation of $1,338, 208,578 @ 95.0% ) :
collection 3,188,568,24

¢

1980-81

28.88 cents county, tax on county assessed
valuation of $1, 427,566,442 @ 95.0%
collection & . 3,997,117.20

- 1981-82

26.17 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $1,516, 924 906 @ 95.0% )
collection® 3,771,217.22.

1982-83

29.66 cents éounty tax on county asse&sed
" valuation of $1,606,283,070 @ 95.0%
collection 4,526,065.13

£3
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* Table 14 (Continued)

52

Tax Rates

Amount of
Taxes Needed

‘ 1983-84

30.80 cents éounty tax on county assessed
valuation of $1,695,641,234 @ 95.0%
collection

*

1984-85 .

36.02 cents county tax on.county assessed
valuation of $1,874,353,562 @ 95.0%
collection °

- 1985-86

32.50 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $1,963,715,726 @95.0%
collection .

v 1986-87

35.47 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $2,053,073,890 @ 95.0%
collecpion

1987-88

42.45 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $2,142,432,054 @ 95.0%
collection

1988-89

44.57a cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0%
collection

$5,498,263.08

a

6,320,826.90

6,060,534.77

6,916,916.38

8,639,252.73

' 9,450,104.04

qThe projected assdssed valuation it is believed
will be enough to keep the tax rate at 43.0 cents.

. B
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Table 14 (Continued)

’ Amount of

Tax Rates - -~ oTa$es Needed

/

. 1983-84 ,

"30.80 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $1,695,641,234 @ 95.0%

collection - $5,496,263.08
%
1984-85 }
36.02 cents county tax on county assessed
? . valuation of $1,874,353,562 @ 95.0% .
collection ) 6,320,826.90
1985-86

34.53 cents county tax onlcqunty assessed
valuation of $1,874,357,562 @ 95.0%
collection 6,060,534.77

1986-87

37.08 ceﬁts county tax on county assessed
wvaluation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0%
collection : 6,916,916.38
. ; - 1987-88 ’
' 42.45 cents counﬁy tax on county assessed
valuation of §$2,142,432,054 @ 95.0%
! ’ - COllectibn 8,639,252.73 '

- 1988-89

44.57°2 cents county tax on county assessed
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0%
collectlon : 9,450,104.04

— ’
3 Phe projected 'assessed valuation it is believed
will be enough to keep the tax rate at 43.0 cents.

4

”
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Table 15
The -‘Austin Communlty College District Tax Rates in ;
Cents (in Rounded Figures), and the Tax Rates
for a Travis County College District Are e
Listed for 1977-78 through 1988-89 '
Year A,c.c? : “Travis County
1977 . RN . 17.0
1998 11.0 29 0
1979 10.0 25.0 . C
1980 12.0°2 29.0°%
1981 11.0 26.0
1982 - ' 13.0 ’ 30.0 ' \
1983 - ¢ 15.0 31.0 .
1984 17.0 36.0
1985 15.0 32.5
1986 -17.0 135.47
©1987 20.0 43.0
p b b ’

1988 20.0 43.0

8The 1980 tax rates for ACC District are on a
projected assessed valuation of $2,928,030,080 and for
a Travis County Community College on an assessed valua- .
tion of $l 427,566,742,

bThe 1988 tax rates fot ACC is on an assessed
valuatioh of $4,720,341,150 and on a Travis County Dis-

P trict projected assessed valuation of $2,231,790,218.

s
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! o b ‘Table 16 . .

The .Years Market Value ACC Tax Rate in Cents on It's Assessed Valuation
and Amount of Taxes Paid; Travis County Tax Rate in Cents on Its
g Assessed Valuation and Travis ‘County Taxes Paid for the Years
1978, 1984 and 1988 as Education Operation with
' Tuitien at-$100.00

-—

7 .
ACC Value @ 75.0% . County Value. - X
‘Market Tax £  Assessed ~ Amount of Tax . Assessed Amount of
Year Value Rate Valuation Taxes . Rate  Valuation *® Taxes

s 20,000 11.0 § 15,000  $ 16.508 29.0 $ 4,504.50  $ 13.06

1978 50,000 11.0 37,500 ° 41.25% 29.0- 11,261.50 32.65.
100,000, 11.0 75,000 ' 82.50 29.0 22,522.50 65.31.

200,000 11.0 150,000 - -165.00 29.0 45,045.00 130.63

" §$ 20,000 17.0 § 15,000 - $ 25.50 36.0 $ 4,504.50 $ 16.21

1984 50,000 17.0 37,500 63.75 36.0 - 11,261.50 40.54

: 100,000 17.0 . 75,000 127.50 36.0 22,522.)50 . 81.08
200,000 17.0 150,000. - 255.00  36.0 45,045.00 - 162.46,
= $ 20,000 20.0% § 15,000 $ 30.00 43.0% $ 4,504.50 $ 19.36
1988 50,000 20.0 37,500 75.00 43.0 11,261.50 48.42 -

100,000 20.0 75,000 150.00 43.0 22,522.50 °  96.84

200,000 20.00 150,000 300.00 43.0 45,045.00 193.69

qmhe 1986 bond issue was &added. oo s, . .
‘ ‘ ‘
- e - 2N ’
/
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” , Summary
’ 3 ‘& -

4

One can note. the difference in tax rates and the

- difference in' the amount of taxes needed between the $300.00
e tuition and $30.00 in fees (Table 7) and the $100.00 tuition«-
. . . /

L and $40.00 fees (Table 16) . -

Aﬁter the tax ‘rates and\the amount of tax money

are calculate& on the two types of capital budgets the
> L
Board of Trustees and\its Citizen's AdVLSory Committee can

determine which tqltlon fee W adopt.

> - € . - - z
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.bers were plaCed on‘a map as shown in Chart 1.

.

3

- . 5 ' 5 7 (3
An Analysis of thel?econd Semester Enrollments (1977-78)
' at the Ridgeview, Rio Grande,, Crockett’ Reagan and
Skill Center and "Other Centers"” ' ‘\\Neq/p

[

All.yill be interested in the location by Z2ip codes

[

in Aﬁstin, Traéis .County and surrounding areas of the students
enrolled at ACC for the fall seﬂ%ster of 1977. -The Office of

Student Services 1n the Central Office submltted a list of

the number-of studenté from each 21p code area .and these num-

’

.
'Y

- These data were cla551f1ed as to the area 3f Austin -

in which they live as well as TraYls County and.outlying

. . , v 9 '\,¢l .
,areas. ' Some-students enroll at ‘Pwo or-more campuses Or cen-

" .ters and thus are counted more than once. " As noted there

were 2, 178 dupllcates out of the 8 748 lncluded in this Chart
There are then (8,748 less 2,178) 6,5707d1fferent students~
tabulated in Table 17. | ] ' ' © .
There were 2,338, or 35»58 per cent from the South;
1,302, or 19. 82 per centxfrom the East; 1,095 or l6 67 per

cent from the North; 668, or 10. l7 per dent from the West,

"and 1,167, or 17.76 per cent from the Central Area (see

Table 13) .. The number from area's outsmde ‘the Clty of Austin’’
were zncluded in the approprlate areas agpordlng to iocatron

These dlstrlbutrons may help to determlne where - new campuses,

< if any, need to be locateds
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e . \ Georgetown 78762 NP ‘ .// " .
Chart 1.--Number of Individual eorgetown WA ",, o L‘:ME’;V“'LE \I i :
: ) Heacii Count. by Zip._Coae Ar:gs" . ' ‘16,56‘ ‘ K N.RD i1 :_.'.u. nf_sso AUST'N, E AS Z‘P CODt

| _Eprolled at ACC, Fall 1977.

LOCAL ZONES
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3

Bastrop
786}2-32

. MaHa 100,
DELVALLE 78617

X
LR

gRODIE LANE

Lockhart
78664-38
Kyle ’
1861031 78764-18 o
San Marcos 78666-72 EVEN NO'S 100D NUS L
San Antonio -22  ton i 33) ' Total

McAlien 78501-11 Corpus ChHristi 78411-8 4032. 6‘4

‘INOICATES THE Z21P CODE OF THE BOUNORY STREET
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‘ Table 17

Territory and also Less the Duplicates

-

The Number of Head Count by Zip Code Areas in Austin and Surrounding

“ ] .S
' No. Head unt o Actual L\ Per Cent
Area Incl. Duplicattes@ DupLicaEésa Head Count of Totalb
South % 3,121 " 983 2,338 35.58
 East 1,756 44% 1,302 19.82
‘North 1,402 " 307 1,095 . 16.67
West 878 | 210 668 10.17
Central ’ 1,597 R 430 1,167 17.76
Total '8,748 2,178 6,570 - 100.00
a. Some students are enrolled in “two ‘or more campuses.
b. Percent of actual head count. |
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The picture of the total enrollment in ACC, the

*

spring semester of 1978, is given in Table 18. Ridgeviiy/,.

s

had 2,867 head count, including duplicates, and 1,223.7 FTE"

[
&

based on 15 semester” hours of credit for one FTE. The ratio

-
d

\ between head icount and FTE was 1l to é.24, that is,.there
were 2.34 head count for each FTE. Tﬁé Rio Grande campus
enrolled 4,538 heéd count,, including duﬁlicates, which
amounted to 1,824v4/FTE and a ratio of 1:2.32. The Crockett

Campus had 1,310 head count and 420.5 FTE and a ratio of

1:3.12 ?pdrgeagan had 1,690 head count, 525.2 FTE and

-

ratio ?f‘l:3.22. These last two ratios are higher than =
those bf Ridgeview and Rio Grande because all of Crockett
and Reigan are part-time students. The Skill Center enroll-

lhent was all full-time. The "Other Centers" are not in-

cluded in the above figures. .

Note the enrollment in continuing education on each
campus which totals 3,200 head count. These are mostly non-
credit s£udents.

The Eotal enrollment on all campuses the second'_

Sémester 1977-78 was 4,447 FTE and 13,505 head count includ-

ing duplicates;

oo
v

The enrollment at the.two campuses and five centers
at ACC in vocational-technical and academic programs are
./ listed in Table 19. Note that there were enrolled at the

"Ridgeview Campus 461 vocational-technical anq,763 academic,

]
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L - Table 18
S . .
The Number of Head Count and Full-time Equivalents.(FTE)
Based on 15 Semester Hours for Each FTE at the
. a Campuses of Ridgeview,.'Rio Grande, Crockett,
Reagan, Skill Center, "Other Centers" and '
the Number of Head Count in Continuing .
»  Education, Spring Semester, 1977-78 o
of Austin Community College
. . .+ Ratio = H-C
Head H-C tob Con( Total
Campus Count FTE ~ FTE - Edue. H-C
. Ridgeview 2,867 1,223.7 . 2.34 1,120 3,987
Rio Grande 4,238 1,824.4 2.32 =~1,120 5,358
Crockett . ‘1,310  420.5 3.12 480 1,790
Reagan ’ 1,690 525.2 3.22 480 2,170
Skill Center . 20Q 200.0 1.00 -« ~ == __ 200
Other Centers -- 253.0 -- —— -
Total ‘ ,‘ 10,305 4,446.8 2.46 3,200 13,505
. or 4,4479 ,
‘Without )

Skill Center 10,105 3,993.8 2.53
and "Others" . ,

-

&

ThlS 4,447 FTE of 15 semester hours each is the
summation of the semester hours taken by the 10,305 head
count in column 2. In addition there were 3, 200 head count
which were _in continuing and mostly with nokcollége_credit.

14
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. Tablq,l9 P
The total Num@er of FTE in Voc -Tech., Academlc and
Total Number ,by Day .and Evening at the Two
Campusesg and Flve Cenbe:s, Seeond
. ’Semeéter 19761 «
N A A
. ) e —
-9 & <«
Campus Voc.-TecH. P ;Acgaemic
OI' ‘ ra : By = __ - A}
Center Day Afye; Tot&Lftwpgyva _Eve. Total Total
Ridgéviéw 369 92 461 - _610 153 . 763 1,224
Rio Grande 330 82 412 1,129 283 1,412 1,824
Sub-total 699 174 873 1,739 436 ‘2,175 3,048
Cn?cket - 719 1112‘ - 302 ' 502 421.
Reagan -- 213 213 -- 312 312 525
Skill Center 160 40 © 200 -- - - 200
Brackenridge -- -- -- 123 - 123 123
Other Centers 42 10 52 38 40 78 130
Sub-total 202 382 584 .161 654 815 1,399
Grand
total ‘901 556 1,457 1,900 1,090 2,990 4,447
Note: 901 plus 1,900 amounts to 2,801 day FTE
556%glus 1,090 amounts to 1,646 eve. FTE

-




or a'total of 1,224 FTE. Enrolled at the Rio Grande Campus

M

»e.

o ¥

63

Ne

were 412 vocatiopal-technicélf'and 1,412 academic for a t&tal

of 1,824 FTE. Crocket had 42f FTE; Regan, 525 and the S§kill
Center 200 ?TE. Brackenridge (Hosp@tal Center) enrolled

'123 FTE and the Other Centers’ 130 -for a total of 4,447 FTE:

{s that 80.0 per cent of the enrollment was dayastudents

& fusther breakdown of the énroll

ments in Table 19, .

and 20.0 per cent was evening. On this basis, there were

901 day vecational-technical FTE and 1,900 day academic

FTE for a, tQtal.of 2,801 FTE.

~" FTE was .556 vocational-technical and 1090 academic for a

total of 1,646 FTE. This total of 1,646 evenifig and 2,801

L.

-

ment, number of stﬁdentt;redit hours SCH, the nu+ber of

The list of vocat;onal-techﬁical programs, enrckl-

The evening enrollment of

day amounts to a total of 4,447 FTE (Table 19)/

/

S & . .
FTE -and contact hours in each area are listed.in Table 20.

_ [ . : .
There'are 19 such programs listed and a total of 2,233

.combined enrollmenté, 8,527 SCH and 16,750 contéét hours.

¢
Y

. .

.

i

R L1

Psd

. a
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s
-
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L
° Table 20
. ‘The Vocat;onal-Technical Programs at thef
Ridgeview Campus in the Second : '
Semester of 1977-78 : : °
,///”;rograms < w Enrol. vSCH " Contact Hrs.
+ Accountiég - 96 . 96
L Air Cond. = ° 165 628 - " 984
~ Auto Mech. . 112 448 672
Banking S : 10 30 30
v .Busin€'ss Management 109 327 327
Bldg. Trades ’ 200 800 - 1,200
2childhood Dev. 156 536 ' 674
Data Processing 30 ., 90 90 ~
Drafting | ; 56 ,. 126 . 182
Electronics 28 ) . 84 ‘ "84
_Law Enforcement / 167 so1 501"
M. H. A.. « 787 Uso4 692
© Marketing 42, 126" . 126
Office bccupatfbné ! ;17‘202 ., 606 ° : 732
'* photography  ° © 114 - 4250 - 962
Printing . 83 “326° 733
‘Radio TV Film \ 60 180 . 244
Welding - 2.9 848 1,284 »
. Total 1,863 6,681 9,613
Professional ﬁursing : 370L 1,846 71L37
Grand Total : v 2,233 8,527 16,750
a ‘These courses are not taught on the Ridgeview Campus but
at Brackenridge Nursing Center-and are a-part of Ridgeyiew.:

4

[,

- !




A
The list of academic areas and related data are

¢ . ,
given in Table 21. There were 21 academic fields each with

enrollments from 15 in journalism to 716 in English for a

total of 3,619 enrollment, 11,049 SCH and 11,352 contact

hours.
The Rio Grande Campus had 17 vocational-technical

programs (Table 22) with eﬁrol;ments_ranging from 17 in

welding to 313 in office occupations. There was a. total
iy \
enrollment of 2,555 FTE, 7,558 SCH and 11,074 contact hours.

There were 23 academic fields ofﬁered at the Rio
Grap@e Campus as~listed in Table 23. The enréllmepts r;ngea
in each fi%ld from 17 in Drama to a high ?f 833 in Englis¥.
The total enrollmént in all fields was 5,773 PTE, 18,346 SCH,

[ 4

and 21,276 contact hours.

v v

.
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Table 21

The Academic Areas ‘at the Ridgeview Campus in the
Second Semester of 1977-78

<
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%{

Programs ' Enrol. SCH Contact Hrs.
Anthropology 34 ) 102 102
Art Appreciation 21 63 63
Business Administration 260 780 780
Economics 187 561 561
English 716 2,148 2,148
French 48 192 240
Geography (Physical) 18 54 54
Government 525 1,575 1,575
_History 423 1,269 1,269
Health, P.E. 56 7 112 168 .
Journalism 15 45 “745
Mathematics 294 « 915 915
Music 17 © 51 51
Natural Science 22 66 66
Parallel Studies 152 447 453
Physics ~— 51 204 " 255
. Psychology 311 933 969
Radiologic Technology 61% 199 t 215
Sociology W 231 693 693
Speech 60 192 192
Spanish , 117 448 538
( Total * + 3,619 11,352

Ao




Table 22

The Vocational-Technical Programs at the Rio Grande
Campus in the Second Semester of 1977-78

[

Contact Hrs.

Programs . Enrol. SCH
Accounting 115 345 345
Banking L 152 456 456
Business Mgm.gk - 234 702 702
Commercial Art 238 706 1,178
Childhood Develop. ’ 14 42 56
Data Processing ¥89 1,004 1,403
_Draft. and Design , 136 544 836
Elecéropics 247 969 1,421
Fashion Merchandising 59 L 177 531
Food ‘Marketing 53 159 699
Law Enforcement 128 384 ;, 384
Mid-Management 91 273 1,090
Marketing 57 171 171
Office Occupation  ~ 313 912 1,054
Real Estate " 186 568 568
Traifiing Prog. for Deaf ' 26 78 78
> Welding - * 17, 68 102
.. Total 2,355 7,558 11,074
—
/
. ‘% »
’ . 4
7l
. ] |
o . .
- 73 ,
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Table 23

The Acddemic Areas at the Rio Grande Campus in, the

‘ Second Semester of 1977-78

t

68

N

Progrgm Enrol. SCH Contact Hrs.
Anthropology ) © 63 189 189
Art - o °\\’//;aﬂ/)// 300 600
Biology 551 2,040 [ 3,354
Business Adm. 323 969 969
Chemistry 336 1,344 2,016
Drama 17 51 51
Economics 194 582 - 582
English . 833 2,499 2,499
French 24 96 120
Geography (Hi;t) 57 dﬁpo 228
Geography (Phy¥ics) 43 129 129
Government . 598 1,794 1,794
History ' 571 1,713 1,731
Health and P.E. . 91 91 273
Journalism 35 98 112
Mathematics 561 1,857 1,857
Natural Scienée, 166 -5 557 557
Parallel Studies 154" 370 382
Physics 225 900 1,125
Psychology | *’ 3467 1,038 1,978
 Sociology 294 882 882
Speech . 54 "162 162
Spanish 127 % 485 589 ¢
Total 5,773 ' 18,346 " 21,276
N
o
L "
i
'74
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An Additional New Vogational-Technical Building and a_

. * 3 * 3 * /‘\
Library-LRC Building for the Ridgeview Campus

The Vocatipnal-Techﬁical Bujlding

The Second semester FTE enrollment in 1977-78 as
seen in'Table 19 was 461 in Vocational-Technical Programs and
(S0 '
763 in Academic Programs. The Ridgeview Campus could handle

1,800 FTE in any one semester if proper facilities were
L]

available such as buildingsz equipment and parking spaces.

T ’ ‘
The present ratio between the.number of FTB/;nd head
&
count at Ridgeview -is 1:2.34 (Table 18). By the time the

1,800 FTE enrollment is reached the ratio may be 1:80, or

3,240, head count day and evening. The reason for, this reduc-

.

tion in the ratio,froﬁ 1l to 2.34 to 1 to 1.80 is that with

i .

.more adequate physical facilities there will be ‘more full-

! '
time students enrolled.

T ©On the basis that the Ridgevjew Campus can adequately
care for “ipproximately 1,800 FTE with 933.FTE in Vocational-

P
Technical programs and 900 in Academic fields, additional

[ -

spaces for Vocational-Technical programs will be needed as
quickly as possible. -
The additiqn of chemistry and biology laboratories

- .
on the Ridgeview Campus for 1978-79 will add about 90. FTE

>

in chemistry and 80 in biology, a total of 170 FTE.

?




As listed in Table 24, Ridgeview needs additional
vocational~technical facilities for 439 FTE. As detailed in
Table 25 there are listed six pfograms which could handle in
the present vocational-technical spaces 16.morerin accounting,
20 in banking, 30 in data processing, 28 in eleqtronicsu 63
in marketing; and 30 mére in radio-TvV film, to make a total
of 187 students or a total of 37 additional FTE. These 37
are to be added to the 461 (Table 24) to make a tgtal of 498

FTE. The 900 less 498 leaves 402 day and evening FTE which

o

-

need additional facalities. , e
These stufents could be cared for in a new vocational-

technical building as programed in Table 26. This build}nq

wohld need 25,110 net square feet which at 65.0 pér cent of ,:

gross would be 38,632 square, feet. - The proposéd location
- 4 ' N '
of this building is shown in Chart 2:

v ¥

The spaEe alloca;ions for & Library-LRC for Ridge-
} . '
view are likted in Table 27 The present library room at

Ridgeview is Room 123 which has 1,568 net sq. ft. It is

R ' &

entireky too.small to meet the stdndards for a Community Col-
. . - A :

lege Library. There are needed 14,700 het sq. ft. which

! ¥ /

totals 21,000 gross sq. ft. The location on Campus is shown

¢

TN
Eighty per cent of the‘l,800 FTE for Ridgeview or

1,440 FTE are daQ students. ‘There should bebseating capac-
ity for 25.0 per cent or 360.

1,'3(

.t
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‘Table 24

fhe 1977-78 FTE Enrollment the Second Semester in
Vocational-Technic¢al and Academic Programs and
and Additional FTE Enrollment to Make 900
FTE for Voc.-Tech. and 933 FTE

71

~ Academic Enrollments o
at Ridgeview
i@
‘. Voc.-Teéh. Acad. Total
Present 0 461 763 1,224
»
Add
) a
Voc.-Tech (37)
Biology . 80
‘\- . ’ ) £ -
Chemistry » 90 L~
Add' 1. FTE 439 . 170 609
Total 900 933 1,833
Day 80.0% 720 753 1,473
pve/20.08 , 180 180 . " 360.

" -%Included in the total. This enrollment may not
materialize. ) " -

®

. . K 2

)
B

-
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Enrol. SCH FTE Contact* Additional
: Hrs. FTE Enrol.
Accounting 32 96 6.4 96 3.2 , 16
Air Cond. 165 628 41.9 984
7 \\
/. Auto Mech, 112 448" 29.9, 672
' _Banking 10 30 270 30 4.0 20
L - !
Business Management . 109 327 21.8 327 ’
< - L
Bldg. Trades 200 800 - 53.3 1,200
Childhood Dev. 156 536 35.7 674
Data Processing 30 90 6.0 30 6.0 30
» Drafting 56 126 8.4 182
Electronics 28 "84 5.6 84 5.6 28
£
Law Enforcement 167 501 33.4 \ 501
M. H. A. 78 © 594 33
Marketing 42 126 8. 12.6 63
i + { Office Oécupaéions 202 606 40.4
Photography T 114 425 28.3 962
Prifiting 83 . 326 21.7 733
. Radio TV Film 60, 180 12.0 244 6.0 30
Welding - 289 "848 56.5 -1,284
) Total 1,863 6,681 9,613 37.4 187
x 0
h-
7‘0 »
-Q ‘;

Table 25

\

72

The Vocational-Technical Programs at the Ridgeview Campus ¢
in the Second Semester of 1977-78 and Future Additional

Number of -FTE and Enrollments in Six Areas

%

Programs

(s

o
LI A
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Building on

Tane gG

Space Allocations Needed for a Vocational-Technical

the Ridgeview  Campus of ACC
1 ]

Space

N % -
" Number of Square Feet

Allocations Net Gross
..
10 Voc.-Tec. Labs: . _ :
"7 Labs @ 1,900 13,4300 p s
3 Labs @ 1,792 5,376 .
Sub~total ’ 18,6§6
LY L. % ¢
4-CR (30) @ 480 ) 1,920
3-CR (40) @ 600 1,800
Sub-total ‘ 3,720
Faculty Offices . -
- 15 F-T Offices @80 1,200
‘ 20 P-T Offices @40 .. 800
(2-Group Offices ’ '
@ 400 each) )
Faculty Secretary/Clerk '
Area Office ™~ 150
Adjacent Workroom 240 .-
// Faculty Lounge 300 .
Coffee Bar iw 24
Sub-Total \ 2,714
e )
E Total ) 25,110 38,632
\
13
, -
; x
: g
- . )
b ¥ »
!,_ ! $ 7\()
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Table 27 .
Space Allocations for & Lib;ary—LRC’for 360 FTE
, for the Ridgeview Campus )
-/
N
Space Number of Square Feet R
Allocations Net - Gross
—%
360 FTE €25 sq. ft. 9,000 -
Librarian Office 150 ' .
Ass't Librarian 96
Secy./Clerk . 96
.,  Sub-total 342
Workroom 300 ¢
Stack Room 30,000 - » \
o ) vols. @ 1/10 Y . . .
sq. ft. 3,000 .
Sub=-total ) 12 ’ 642 )
S S, -
Learning Resource.Center °fK/ Cy
Office 80 Sk .
Workroom 200 3 .
Storage 160 . &
Student Service Area 178 : :
Listening Lab. Y. .
36 @ 40 sqg. ft. ;440 . & L s
Sub=-total oA d 2,058 . g
Total Library-LRC 14,700 g. 21,000 -
o * ’\4
et is 70.0% of gross:. v ,
. - ‘ B | 4 '
4 .4 .
“g | -
\ Yo i [} P
-
) / A TN 40
® & l(- ) : '
i) - .
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\ o8I ,
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The Present Status (Sprlng, 1978) of the Enrollment

and the Future Enrollment at the Rio

- Present Status--As noted in Table 19 there were 1,824

Grande Campus

- FTE enrolled at the Rio Grande Campus in day and evening

.classes the second semester of 1978. This campus is using

H

three classrooms for faculty offices. Classroom space ie
difficult to eeonomicaily conﬁert to offices. fhe Student
éervices‘pepartment is sadly lacking %n adequate spage. As
a result the students are not being servea as théy shoulq
nor as they deserve: "Also there are not eneugh voeational-
.0 ' N

technical prjgrams offered to meet student needs. As.shown
in Table'19 the;e-are in:the second semeeter of ¥978 only’
412 FTE‘inJvocational-technical pregrams but 1,412'in .

academic programs.m ThlS is because there are no more rooms

- -
4

avallable. B

To relieve the overcrowded conditions at be Grande

. thé suggestlon is that a two-story Faculty Offlce Bulldlng

(Table Zsiixaconstructed preferably, between the. Rio Grande

’ Bulldlng and the Annex: Four of the DlVlSlons--Mld-

Management Business (Voc.-Tech ) Humanltles, and Social
LY

Sciencés should be moved into this building. Each Division

includes the chairperson, the secretary, full-time and part-
. ) . .

time faculty members.” There is also a faculty lounge with

-
3
-

83

t




Table 28 ‘ -

Space Allocations for a Faculty Office Building to be Located on

the Rio Grande Campus of Austin' Community College
o &

P *

. ,

Number of Sqnare‘Feet

" Space, Allocations K Net , Gross

B ~

L}

+ ‘Division of'Mid-Manégement

~ .
office of Chairperson T 120 .
Secretary . 96 T
Storage ’ 12 .
Sub-Total, ' 208 ¥
. RN ' i
4 Faculty @ 80 ° 320
.2 P.T. Instructors @ 40 - _-80 . o e
Sub-Total - oL 400 <
. L N ’ 628 N
- » . ) . ¢
£ e Division of Business (Vac.-Tech) = . v
. . . . poe
Office of Chairperson - ©o- 1200 . St . ' .
Secretary . " 96 -
Storage . - 12 o - . . e
Sub-Total - ,/ . 228 ) » -
6 Instructors € 80 480 A 5
4 P.T. Instructors @ 40 ° 160 - 640 .
» - .
- N o 848
' . t 3
Faculty Lounge , 876 ‘ ° T . :
Coffee Bar . ) "24 .. ) ) ;
Total o ® -o_%00 - .
First Floor ‘ . o T 20378 3,656
N ' ‘ ]
‘ Do ..
) . ’ t L " .
s , . ‘
-~
\' e .b. ’ ? ~ ° . ,
L4 s * ’

-




- ‘ 79
N » w ” - . N .
) Table 28 (Cont.) ‘
3 ‘¢ .
¢ - L
Space }}llocations " Net Gross
' Division‘of \I:lumanities
Office Chairperson ©. 120 ., ‘ :
Secretary - 96 . g
Storage b 12 . =
" %Sub-Total ° 228
°5 Faculty Offlces @ 80 400 .
12 P.T. Faculty Offices @ }Cb 480 )
* ¥ sub-Total . 880 . -
_Total . 4 1,108 ;
\ M ) . 13
Division of Social.Sggences . -
. b LN » -
- OfficevGhairperson < 120 ' CE
Secretary . 96
Storage s T 12 . .
Sub-Total . ’ . 228
»* . ’ .
. s~ -- -
% Instructors @ 80 ¥ 400, : v i o )
16 Instructors @40 .- ° 640 R, .
Sub-Total . 1,040 . e
/ Total J . . ' . 1,268
* “gub-Total 2nd Floor- . . - ' 2,376 |, 3,656
I ) ) * an :' )
Entrance Foyer, 127 X16' for . ’ .
‘'eleyator and stairs, .
2 flpors @ 192' ¢ ' ® _ 384 590
-
. - N N N A 5
GRAND TOTAL o g /5,13 . 7,902
A : — 2 i
'Y L - - -
2-story building 26' X 102' plus /foyer ¢ B
s . ~ o
. X . -
- ¢ T ’ » - .
- '," : »
“ ' - % . P -
‘ ’ e _5' ’ : - ;
/ * . ,«-f K
‘ N N ‘ E ' \
4 : o ‘ ’ |
. ,‘ )
o . ’ 85
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80
, -
.

There 1is also a coffee bar. The tal

space for 43 persons.
- space 1n this office bulfa‘ng is 4,752 net squaré feet and
7,312 gross squane feet. The 2-story building is approx1§

. L
. . mately 36' x 102'. Of course, the architgct may treag the

]

space differently.
The schedule of-classes lists 9 periods per day, or

(9 x'5 days) 45 periods per week and 9 periods per week of
- . . I ' . 3

evening classes. ‘ .

-

The first floor of the Annex is quite a&aptable for

-

vocatiopalrtéghnicak programs. For instances, RoemS’Afi,
¢ N ’ . . .
'A-2"and A-3 are ideal for drafting classes. The present

drafting room in the Rio Grande Building is most crowded and
’ ‘. X . » @. .
. additional space is needed for the advanced course. .This

o C) o :
L transfer would release ore classroom for other reeded use.

There are four other classrooms on the first floor:
“ Y

one, 836 sg. ft.; one, 660 sq. ft.; and two, 425 sqj ft.

'0ne~of these small rooms may be used for offices as well as

o

-

two similar rooms at the. opposite end of the'building. These - Ctl

larger rooms could be used for appropriage vocationalﬁ

technlcal courses. These three clasSrobﬁs arid the draftlng ;o

rooés would prOV1de space for 192 day and 48 evening FTE, ' .:.

v

a total of. 240. ,‘ e .
The secondafloor df the Annex has two _rooms used ‘ .

'ﬁiﬁght of the erms W1ll




seat 45 students eath: one, 47; ahd one, 42. Partitions

could be removed between~sqme of the rooms to provide 1,320
. L N . . 2
4 sq. ft. for the larger vocational-technical '‘prograns.

o

Thede rooms on the second floor wi%l provide space
@ -

* . ’ : R
- for 6,300 SCH or 420 day FTE and 105 evening FTE. Most¥a11

~

of these FTE could be vocational-technical students. If so .

(\ uséd, there would be a total of 612 day FTE and 153 evening;

/ » 4 ] . . )
a total of 765 FTE. )

@D ‘ The data in Table 29 are a summary,of the totwel num-

Ce e

.ber of FTE ine the present facilities with the addition of.

‘ . a llbrary and vocatlonal-technlcal building at the R}dgev1ew
£

. Camptis and "the faculty offlce building and Annex on. the Rio

- Grande Campus.

o *

~ The additional bulldlngs will provide for 609 addi-

-

~ o * " tional FTE at Rldgev1ew and 765,at Rio Grande, or a to}al of
3

’ 1,374 "'to make new total capacity of 5,821 FTE. See last

figure in lower right hand® corner of” Table 29.- -

-

T It could be p0551ble that more senior hlgh schools

~ci<5 could be used but this is not the best arxangement 1f‘bther

' M ,. - ;- -
spage-could'be provided. .

. ) ’ ' ’ 1) "
» ’ v The neﬁt section wxll deal w1th other campus ’sites

o which will be needgd by 1983- 84 agd 1988%89 .

B
rd - > P
.
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Cooe : © Table 29a
. _/:, . . MR "‘ , .
CT Summary of the FTE Capacity of the Two Campuses
. and the Five Centers of the Present Facilities
N with the Suggested Addéﬁ Buildings -
. . T Number bf.FTE ,
'y T «* Voc.-Tech. ‘AcademicC - Grand
Sites " Day Eve. Total Day Eve. Total Total
"Ridgeview. ' 369 92 461 610 153 763 1,224
.Voc.-Tech. Add 351 ) 88 439 136 =~ 34 170 609
*Total - “+720 180 900 746 .185 933 1,833
4 . .
., Rio Grande . 330 # g2 - 412 1,129 283 1,412 1,824%
Annex 612 153 .765 --. = ==  -- 765
. - -« < t e - } -
*Total 942 235 1,177 1,129 283 1,412 2,589
te *Totald . 202 382 . 584'\ 161 _ 654 815 1,399
< V. S
*Grand Total 1,864 797 2,661 2,036 l,l2§ 3,160 5,821
. - * N,
-a ~ .’ ' o R \
From Table 1 . : ‘
. ey
Note: 1,864 plus 2,036 FTE are 3,900 day FTE :
792.pluS'1,124VFTE'are-l,921 eve FTE ‘ ]
' Total | 5,821 _ | @«

hY




Other Campus Sites

fhe number of day FTE for which’additional facili-
ties will be ﬁeeded in 1983-84 is listed ‘in Table 30. The
number of FTE which the preeent expaqding‘facilities can
provi&e adequa%e epace}(Table 30) ie subtrected form the
projected number of FTE for 1983-84. The resultant remainder

4
totals 2 675 day voc. -tech and 2,503 academib FTE, a total

< 4

of 5 178 FTE for whlch addltlonal facilities w1ll be needed

RN
by ,1983-§4. - )
s - ’ ¢ ' &

x

Table 30

The Present Number of Voc.-Tech. and Academic FTE and
the Total FTE Divided According to Day and ‘Evening
' Subtracted from-the Projected Totals for 1983-84
to Give the Number ‘of FTE for which Addltlonal
' ) €90111t1es are Needed

¢ . £

-

‘
~

. Number' of FTE : ‘ e -
~ Voc.-Tech. ] Academic Grand
. Year Day ~ Eve. Total Day - Eve. Total Total
1983-84 4,533 1,135 5,674 4,539 1,I33 5,674 11,348° '
' . . , ~
Presenta 1,864 = 797 2,661 2,036 1,124 3,160 5,8%1 ¢
L Y o g
FTED 2,675P . 338 3,013 2,503% 1l 2,514 5,527
(;.
*» ° 2prom the totals in Table 29. ‘
. bTotal day (voc. -tech., 2, 675 ‘and academic,. 2, 503)
FTE of 5,178 for whlch new fac111t1es are needed, 1983 84.
. . N
. : ) '
" ; T ’ - ) .
. N\ % . N
. ‘ . st
)89 I
hY a . . B
v ’/r.;,.:f 2 ( . '\)\
e of » ) . ' . N




. ) &
The projected nudber ofiFTE for which faeilities
have been provided by i983 84 (Table 31) when subtracted
/;5 . ‘from the/total projected number 'in-1988-89 leaves(£/951 day
lvoc -tech. and 1, 451 academlc, a total of 3,402 FTE for } |

which additional faciI&Qies will -be needed.

o Table 31

L4 . L . N .
The Number of Voc.-Tech. and Academic..FTE and the Total
FTE as to Day and Evening Classes for 1983-84.
. (Table 30) to 'Be Subtracted from. Site Totals. »
for 1988-89 to Determlne the Number of
- FTE for which Additional Facilities
will Be Needed . gf”
N €
. b Number of FTE
Year . Voc.-Tech. Academic Grand
: Day- Eve. Total Day Eve. Total 'Total

‘ k<Y

-

1988-89 6,490 1,622 8,112 5,990 1,498 7,488 15,60q

1983-84 4,539 1,135 5,674 '4,539 2,135 '5{%74 11,348
~

1,951 487 2,498 1,451% 363 1,814 4,552.

Total day" (Voc -Teéch., 1,951 and 'Academic, 1,451)
FTE of 3,402 for whlch new fac111t1es are needed. -

” -
’

.
o S e :%' . . -
Note that in Tabfle 30 footnote a there was a total
~ - ° .
e 'y enrollment of 5,178 which need additional facilities. Then

e . ; N ’
.t~ in Yog¥-89 the total was 3,4p2 (Table 31 footnote a) which
will need add1t10nal‘fac1llt1es This makes a total enroil-‘

‘ ment of (5,178 ?lus 3, 402) 8,580. - Th;s means that the two

* ' - new campuses 'will house (1/2 of 8,580) 4, %29 FTE each.

., 80 ’ ’ °
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Table 32
. o < v
A Summary of the Number of FTE for which Additional
- Facilities in’ 1983-842 and 1988-89P and the
C . . Combined Total for which Additional
: ) Facilities Are Needed

Year . . Voé;-Tech. Academiq Total
1983-84 2,675 . 2,503 5,178
1988-89 °* 1,951 - 1,851 T 3,402

Total *4,62§k . " 3,954 8,580

A

Preferably each of these two campuses should have
150 acres. It could be that 100 acres.would suffice if
multi-story buildings were constructed. The 4,290 FTE means

. l -
there will probably be (1.8* 4,290) 7,722 different stu-

dents (head count). If at an & during the day 65.0 per-

] . .
cent or 5,019 will be parked a¥ y one time. . At 120 cars

to the acpe (5,010 *+ 120) 42 agfes will be needed for stu-

F

dent parking.- There will be needed an additional 3.0 a&res

for staff and visitors, a total of 45 acres for parking.

In addition, there is space needed for drives and sidewalks

plus buildings and green areas. - oy
But within 10 years, or less, the,égpulation of
Austin and Travis County couid'be vety much greater than in
RN P -~ -

r 4

197®. The City's Planning Department recently (August,

Py
’
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1978) stated that under the extension of the city limits
D .« Plan A (See Chart 4) would annex°65.6 square miles along

Qeth a 1995 populatlon of 90 391. The total populatlon of -

the city is projected to be 504 390 under Plan A.

¢

% -ACCOrdzng to Plan .B (Chart 4) 79.5 square miles \ .
would ‘be added to the c1ty along with a populatlon of 181,913
. . | to make a total grOJected populatlon in 1995 of 595‘913
' Fg: Accordlng to the Department of Water Resources the
Q‘F pd;nlatlon of Trav1s pounty is prdjepted as listed in Table
B SR | o
) ,‘ - . Table 33 ' e
:\ ) .; The Préjected Populatidh of Travis County, ." s
' ! for Each Decade as Listed /.
. , Decade ) : g Population' )
+ 19g0 . ® ‘ | 3\8‘%,.100 -
1990 = . - 496,500
_ 2000 ' A‘ 635,200 o
¢ . & . 2010 . 812,700.%

°
X 8 -
ot ‘

These progected ‘population flgures for Austln and
Travis County s7rongly 1nd1cate that the two suggested .cam-

puses of 4,290 FTE each by 1988 -89 could ea51ly 'be expanded

Ral

to 5,000 FTE. s O N
- . \ . &

«" -
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- Proposed Austin Annexation Pattern B

>

_“Proposed Austin Annekation Pattern A

»
'

.
-~

., 1978-85 Annexation ZSEEN
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/
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c
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Chart- 4--Planning Pepartment, City of Aqgtin
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° ‘ ‘ SN
The 5,000 FTE each would mean (1.8 x 5,000) 9,000 head

count on eabh’campus,,=Should 65.0 percent or 5,850 studenté

] -

'ﬁark‘at any one timeé during the'day (5,850’; 120) 49 acres

. bf parkihg would: be needed and an additional 4.0 acres for

staffﬂghd vigitors, a total of 53.0 acres. .

»

A

v

»a




. Estimated Capltal Qutlay for Fac111t1es Along w1Fh the

-

Use of the Present~Fac111tres Includlng the

a Additional Bﬁ\}dlngs Detailed in
¥ Tables 34, 35, and .36 +
h ' Based on a .cost of $40. 00 per square foot in 1977
- and an 1ncrease in cost of 6.0 percent per year the cost per

*
7 square fgot in
C 4

983 would be $53.54 or $54.00 and $72.00 by
1988.

\

‘5; , . . . . . . . ~ ¢ .
The cost of the three buildings is calculated in

#

*Table 32. .The total ¢ost of the three buildings including

equipment and campus 1mprovements total $4 975 771

' The data in Tablé 39 show that 5, 178 FTE will need

N » . i
, - new facilities in 1983-84.

N .

. cilities are.calcéulated in Table:3§? A total of 130 square’ ’

3
feetr of bulldlng spacg rs needed for each FTE. .The d&ta in

Table 32 indicate that an addltlonal 3, 402 FTE will need .

o

more :facilities.

8,580 FTE or two separate campuses of 4,290 ETE each. by

ThlS then is'a total of 5, 178 and 3, 402 or

-~

"1988-89. , -

The two new campuses, one in north Austin and the

sécond one in South Austin sheuld be purchased.by 1981 so

. that buildings can be construgked on each campus for 26589
. . v

FTE and then 1,701 FIE in 1986 for Gse in 1988-89.

N " N ‘ “an
» e, . . .
N - s,
. .
s - - .
.e
LY 4}’3 - .
NN -
) +- AR, ‘. -
.

The cost of these additiéna{>gai“‘

Il )

“{?ﬂ

e
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' Q,*“ Table 34

~ Cost of ‘Three Buildings Needed as
. Soon as Possible

Y

90

L}brary Building--Ridgeview

21,000 square feet @ $54.00

$1,134,000°

Plus 20.0% Equipment & 226,800
‘ Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements : 56;700
Total 51,417,500
§ "p
Voc:-Tech:1Building--Ridgeview

38,632 square feet @ $54.00 $2,086,128
Plus'40.0% Equipment 834,451
Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 104,307
Total * , ' by $3,024,886

. Faculty Office BPuilding--Rio Grande o
7,902 square feet @ $54.00 ’ ) $426,708
Plus 20.0% Equipment 85,342
,Plus‘SJO% Camp&s-Improvements " 21,335
“rotal I $533,385
“ rotal all three buildings ) s4,975,771

>




‘ 90
‘ ‘,}'" Table 34 |
7 7 777 "Cost of ‘Three Bui;dings.Needed ag
. Soon as Possible
‘ L}brary Building--Ridgeview

21,000 square feet @ $54.00 _ $1,134,000°
plus 20.0% Equipment & 226,800

‘ Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements _ : 561700
Total. ) $l,4l§,500

: 4 i
Voc;-Tech:1Building—-Ridgeview

38,632 square feet @ $54.00 ' $2,086,128
Plus.40.0% Equipment . . 834,451

Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements S 104,307
Total' , ’ by $3,024,886

. Facultyioffice Building--Rio Grande

7,902 square feet @ $54.00 $426,708
Plus 20.0% Equipment ' . 85,342
,Plus‘S;O% Campﬁs~1mprovements ) - 21,335
“Total o \  $533,385

)ITotal all three buildings

$4,975,771

>
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v Table 35

Cost of 25 year Bond Issue at 6.0 Per Cent for the
_ Additjonal Buildings for 1983-84 and Two

»

Separate Campuses

5,178% FTE @ 130 sq. ft.

673,140 sq. ft. @ $54.00

'25.0% Equipment

5a0% Campus Improvements

Sub-total
2 near campuses (150 acres @ $5,000)
$750,000 each - .

Total

673,140 sq. ft,

$36,349,560.00

9,087,390.00

1,817,478.00

$47,254,428.

£

00

1,500,000.00

$48,754,428.00

%see footnote b, Table. 30.

. Tahle 36

.

Cost of Facilities for 1983-84 but to,Begin in<1981

-

.Three Buildings (Table 34)

Buildings for 5,178 FTE (Table 35)
Total
$53,731,000 @ 1946.09

$104,560,526 lelded by 25 years,
annual payments

12.3 cents tax on 1981 a§§€§§€3~va1hg
of. $3,579,779,560 @ 95.0% .collection

$ 4,975,771.00

00

.$53,730,199% or $ 53,73;,000.

48,754 ,428.
00

$104,560,526

&

4,182,472.00

]

4,182,422.00

~2
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(-3

The facilities for the 5,178 FTE at 130 square feet

including two new .campuses at 150 acres will cost $48,754,428.

‘ "

- . . A bond issue for the three buildingS‘at Ridgeview

and Rio Grande and for .the facilities for the 5,178 FTE on

e

the two new cam?uses cost $53,731,000 as indicated in.Table
*736. The annual paymehts on the bond issue at 6.0 per cent
for 25 years -amounts to $4,182,422 at a tax rate of 12.3

cents in 1981.

L]

The cost of a 25 year bond issue of $42 145,536 at

. e 6.0% for the, fac111t;es for the 3 402 FTE in 1988-89 are

S ’

7 calculated in Table 37. The annual payments are $3,280!534.
The anﬁual tax rates for the bond issu;s for 1981

and 1986,are shown for each and the total annual tax ratgs

. for both combined in Table 38. Tﬁé tax rates for the first
bond issue is i2;3 cents per $100.00 assessed valuation in
1981, 10.8 -in 1984, The combined tax rates'fof both bond
issues is 17.9 in 1986, 17.2 cents in 1987 and 16.6 cenés in'
1988, / |

’

The Travis County tax.rates (Table 38) for the two

~$¢§? wboné isgues are'QQ.O cents in 1981, 28.5 cents in 1984,
. . .combined rate of 39.2 in 1986, 36.7 in 1987 and 35.2 cénts
in 1988. The cé;é df:faciliéies now used (1977-78) by ACC 1
would have tp be purchased by ACC. .

The ACC and Travis County tax rates and-amounts are

“ -

] listed in Table 39.
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tible 37
‘ 4

93

. ‘ :\ )
Cost of Facilities for th¢ 3,402 FTE Needed

ir 1986. for 1988-89°

Y

3,402 FTE @ 130 sq ft.
442 260 sq. ft. @ $72 00

25.0% Equlpment

*

5 0% Campus Improvements
Tt
SqP-total

Plus one campus (150 acres @ $5.600)
- P A /4

$42,145,536 @ $1946.09 . .
82,013,338 divided by 25 years, . \\\
annual payments .

$80,564,400 divided by 25 years :

Y

*.7.9 cents tax on 1986 asseseea véiqe
of $4,354,466,410 @ 95.0% collection

442,260 sq. ft.

$31,842,720.00

7,960,680.00

.1,592,136.00

$41,395,53§loo

750,000.00

_+ ~ Total "ol :

$42,145,536.00 -

82,013,534.00

3,280,534.00

o
- -
’ .

3,280,534.00
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* Table 58‘-

= 'The Tax Rates Required In ACC District and a Travis
County District for the 1981 and 1986 Bond Issue

94

-t

o ..+ ACC Travis County -
. Tax Rate . Tax Rafe )
. Year 1981 1986 Totalk 1981 /1986 Total
1981 12.3 29.0
1982 11.8 27.4
1983 11.3 26.0
g i . -
. 1984 10.8 . 23.5
1985 0.4, . 22.4 g
\{‘ ’ &‘:_
< . 1986 10.0 7.9 .17.9 22.4 16.8 39.2
+ .
1987 9.6 7.6 17.2  *20.6 16.1 , 36.7
1988 9.3 7.3 16.6 19.7 15.5 35.2
-
& -
P
o
. o
: 100 ’
O

7

\.r
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Table 39

| The,lear+_ﬁarkeLWValue4 ACC'Tax Rates on Its Assessed Valuation and Amount __

of Taxes Paid. 'The Travis County Tax Rates On Its Assessed Valuation

and County Taxés Paid for Facilities Along With the Use of Present S
_Facilities for 1981, 1986 and 1988

Y

3 . ACC Value €75.0%. County Value
Market Tax . Assessed - Amount of Tax 3§sessed ~ Amount of
Year Value Rate Valuation Taxes * Rate aluation  * Taxes
'$.20,000 - 12.3 . $.15,000 $ 18.45 «29.0 $ 4,504.50 $ 13.00
‘1981 50,000 12.3 | 37,500 © 46.13 29.0 11,261.50 32.66 "
N 100,000 12.3 =~ .75,000 92.25 29.0  22,522.50 68.22
200,000 | 12.3 150,000 ° 184.50 29.0 45,045.00  ~ 130.31
_ '$ 204000 10.8 §$ 15,000  § 16.20 23.5 "$ 4,504.50 $°10.59
“ . - ' v - - . N
1984 ‘sp,oog 10.8.  ©37,500 40.50 23.5 11,261.50 ', 26.48
- 100,000 / 10.8 75,000 81.00 , 23.5 22,522.50 52,93
S » . . .
' 200,000 , 10.8 150,000 162.00 23.5 45,045.00 104.50
} 20,000 17.9%% 35 15,000 $ 26.85 39.2% $ 4,504.50 - $ 17.66
198 - 507000 ©17.9 37,5000 67.13 39.2 . 11,261.50 44.15
100,000 17.9 75,000 134.25.  39.2 22,522.50 88.29
200,000 17.9- * 150,000 268.50 39.2  %45,045.00 176.58
< -
~”'$ 20,000 16.6 $ 15,000 '$ 24.90 35.2 $ 4,504.50 $ 15.86
1988 50,000 ° 16.6 37,500. _ 62.25 35.2 11,261.50 ~  39.64
i — . .
: 100,000  16.6. 75,000 124.50 35.2 22,045.50 77.60
., 200,000 16.6 1503000 249.00 35.2 45,045.00 158.56

The 1981 bond issue’is 1nc1uded with the 1986 bond issued hence the
lncreased tax for both. .
T 9

RIC " e o

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC
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L] v ; \
The Estimated Capitel Outlay. for Facilities at Austin
- - Communityfcol%ege without—the Use of . -- K

Present Facilities (1977-78)‘

3

Below are the estlmated costs of new facilities at

-~

ACC if the présent facilities now used by the District would
» ! . .
not be available. o N . ~

The projected number of FTE in 1983-84 is 11,348
(see Table 3). " Since 80.0 percent ie day students
(0.80-x ,11,348) 9,078 FTE are da§ FTE. .
| The projected enrollment for 1988 is 15,600 FTE

(Table 3). The 80.0% for day FTE is 12,480. This 12,480

L3

) ,/> FTE less the 9,078 FTE for 1983-84 is a semalnder of 3,402

day FTE which w;¥q~neegaedd1tlonal fecllltles in 1988-89.

n s
.This estimated cost of all new facilities far the

15,600 FTE of which é0.0 percent or-12,@80‘is day FTE is

shown in Tables 40 and 41 * The 1981 bond issue (Table 40)
would be $84,345,828 and tke 1986 bond issue (Table 41)
would be $42,145,536. These costs are due o the inflation

factors placed in the rising costs. It would Seem that the

-

. ‘ - . . v
inflation factor is also placed in the assessed valudtion.

>

The tax rate for the ACC District ranges from 19.3

in 1981, to 23.6 in 1986 down to 22.0 cents in iQBé.Z{?he
P . . Y ‘. »
tax rates on the Travis County assessed valuation range’ from
: L8 . ¢ '

49.7 ¥n 1981 down to 45.7 cents in ‘1988 (Table. 42):

ar

.. 102 o

.




Table 40

The Estimated Cost of Facilities for the
1983-84 Projected Day FTE of 9,078

»

3

9,078 FTE @ 130 square feet 1,180,140 sq. ft.

1,180,140 sq. ££. @ $54.00 ' .$63,727,560

Plus 25.0% for Equipment -- ' . 15,931,890 -
Plus 5.0% for Campus Improvements - - 3,186,378

, Sub—Tbtai\\\r ’ $82,845,828
2 campuses of 150 acres' each i ‘

@ $5,000--$750,000 gach 1,500,000

Total ’ $84,345,878

which @ $,946.09 per $1,000.00 is ' A
$164,137,122 divided by 25 years
makes the annual payments, begin-
ning in ;?81) .- ' $ 6,565,485

*19.3 cents tax on 1981 asggssed valuation )
of $3,579,779,560 @ 95.0% collection $ 6,565,485

——

Note. The other tax rates for subsequent years are
listed in Table 34. - :

-

¢
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Table 41 .
The Estimated Cost of Facilities for the 1988~89
" Projected Additional 3,402 .FTE

- .

3,402 @ 130 Square Feet - 442,260 sd. ft.

3

442,260 sq. ft. @ $72.00 - $31,842,720
Plus' 25.0% for Equipment : 7,960,680 -
Plus 5.0% for Campus Improvements 1,592,136

Sub-Total ' $41,395,536

'Plus campus of 150 acres o S
@ $5,000 per acre e 750,000

. Total -~ - . $42,145,536

‘$42,l45,536 @ $1,946.09 ’ $82,013,338

A

Total cogt of bond issue for 25 years

at 6.0%, $82,013,338 divided by 25,
makes-annual payments, starting in
1986, of .

J.9 Cents local'tax on 1986 assessed- .
valuation of $4 394, 466 410 @ 95.0 °
collection $ 3,280,534

rd

Note. The other tax rates for subsequent years-are
listed in Table 34. y
2
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- s . Table 42

;The Travis GOunﬁy Tax Rates from 1981 through 1986 for the Twq Bond Issues.
and These Rates Compared to the ACC District Rates

g

! . .- -

1981 Bonds 1986 Bonds

A 4

,Anndélo , .Annual Total '
Payments . Payments Travis Travis. - ‘ ' _ACC_ .
oS50 snI0l Comt SN, Moy secons Gomines
Year Tax Rates Tax Rates Tax Rates | lValuation Bonds Bonds Tax Rates
1981 45.6, -, . - 45.6 -77$1,516,924,906  19.3 19.3
/1982 43.0 . 43.0. 1,606,238,078 18.6" 18.6
1983 40.8 40.8 ‘1,6953§41,234. 17.:6 17.6.
l984  36.9 . .36.9 1,874,357,562 17.0 : 17.0
1985 35.2 ' C 35.2 1,963,715,726 16.3 16.3
1986 33.7 16.0 49.7 2,053,073,890 15.7 7.9 23.6°
1?85,' 32:3 //15.é' . 47.6 ' 2.142,432,054 - 15.2 7.6 22.8
1988 31.0 14.7 . 45.7 2,231,790,218 14.7 7.3 22.

0 -

¢

Note: These tax ratek

o

will continue to Hecrease eacy year as the |

rassessed valuation increaseé as in previous years.




v - v

The'taxes on'a\residence which has a market value

of $20 000 (Table 43) with the tax rate of<19.3 (ACC) would

¢

~ " cost. $28.95 in 1981 The  tax rate would be 17.0 ih 1984 .
. N "
and $25 50 taxes. Because of the purchase of a campus Ve e .
oo ‘ "
acreage'in‘L986 the tax would be 23.6 cents with taxes paid -

)

of $35.40. The tax rate would be down to 22.0 cents in 1988

w1th taxes of: $33 00. '

, ) The Travis County tax in 1981 for a $20 000 resi-

~

dehcetwould be 45.6 cents and‘taxes’of $?p.54; 1984;.36.9 | :
tax rate, taxes of $16.62; 1986 rate 49.7 cents and taxes
' $22.39 and 1988 tax rate 45 7 and taxes $20. 59 (TabIe 43) . , :
‘ A res1dence w1th‘a $50, 000 market value w1ll in the
. © AcC District,. w1th the tax rate of 19.3 cents, pay $72 38;
®

in'1984 the rate of 17.0 cents will cost $63.75; 1986, rate

of 23.é cents ,and, taxes of $88.50 and 1988 rate of 22&0

cents and $75.00 in taxes (Table 43). ‘ e

The Travis County tax onjgthe §$50, 000'res:dence would
pay a tax of 45.6 cents and $51. 35,»Ln 1984 a tax rate of -

~ 36.9 cents and $41.55 in taxes, in 1986 a tax rate of 49.7 .

and $55.97 ;in taxes and in 1988 a ‘tax rate of 45.7 cents .

3

i

with $51.47 in taxés (Table 43). - = - ’ : -
In-the light-of thé hidh cost of these entirely new e

facilities the best procedure is to purchase from the Austin

(4 < N
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{ ) . ,Tablef§3
The Year, Market Valge; ACC Tax Rates on Its Assessed Valuation and Amount
.. of Taxes Paid. The Travis County Tax Rates'on Its Assessed Valuatijon-
- and County Taxes Paid for the Years 1981, 1984, and 1988 7
5 ACC Valué 75.0% 3 ‘ Courfty Value ' :
Market Tax Assessed ' Amount of ' Tax Assessed  Amount of
Year Value Rate Valuation _ Taxes Rate, ﬁVal&ation Taxes
. $ 20,000 19.3 $ 15,000’, ~$ 28.95 45.6 $ 4,504.50 _$ 20.54°
1981 50,000 9.3~ , 37,500 . , 72.38 45.6 11,261.50Q - +5k.35
- 100,000 19.3 ° 75,000 _144.75. 45.6 22,%22.50 102.70
200,000 19.3 .150,000 - 289.50 ° 45.6, 45,045.00.- ~205.40.
' $°20,000 17.0 $ 15,000 $ 25.50 . 36.9 $ 4,504.50  $ 16.62
. 1984 50,000 17.0 - 37,500. 63.75 36.9 .11,261.50 4X.55 -
‘ 100,000 -17.0 ' 75,000, _ 127.50 36.9,.. 22,522.50 * 83.11 & -
) 200,000 17.0 150,000 255,00, 36.9 45,045.00 g 166.22:)@
: s 20,000 23.6% $ 15,000 . $ 35.80. 49.7 s 4,504.50% § 22.39 -.
1986 50,000 23.6 37,500 88.50 * _49.7 11,261.50 #55.97
- 100,000 , 23.6 75,000 177.00 - 49.7 22,525.50 111.95
o 200,000 23,6 150,000 354.00° . 49.7, 45,045.00 223.87
- U S A : - ' ' :
., $ 20,000 22.0 $ 15,000 $ 33.00 ~ 45.7 $ 4,504.50 $ 20.59
1988 50,000 2.0 . 37,500 75.00 45.7 . 11,261.58 Sl.47
‘ 100,000 22.0 75,000 165.00 45.7 22,522.50  102.93
A /LZO0,000 '22.0 150,000 330.00 . 45.7 . 45,045.00 205.86

' ®Phe second year bomd tax is included in 1986. - .

’
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Independent School District the present Ridgeview and Rio

v .Grande Campuses with all the buildings. The buildings on

the Rio .Grande’ Campus will include the main building, the’

- e
o

' " annex, and the gymnasium. Also the H.E.B. building should

be purchased. °° 4

-
$
These c¢ould be purchased it seems at a much lower
cost than to build new facilities in their place.
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/ Addendum

v
>
N

N

If ACC canrpuréhase all of the buildings mentioned

in Table 34 the bond issués would .-be as follows:
" 1981 Bond Issue (Table 36 $337731,000
1986 Bond Issue 42,145,536
" Total (Table 36) ‘ . $95,876,536"°

If all new ‘buildings must be constructed the bond
issues would be as follows: .-
1981 Bond Issue . $ 84,345,828
1986 Bond Issue 42,145,536
Total $126,491, 364 f

L}

The difference between the two bond issues is 4

- \

$30,614,828." , ‘ { .
- o -
The difference in the tax rates is as follows"
With Use of Present ) '
Facilities All New Buildings

1981 12.3 19.3°
1984 10.8 17.0
1986 17.9 o, 22.8
1988 16.6 22.0 -

r

.. The difference in the tax for the educational

operation of the ,college with the'$300.00 Tuition and the

< -

$100.00 Tuit}on is as follows

$300.00 Tuition ., $¥00.00 Tuition

1981-82 5.0 11.0
1984-85 11.0 17.0
0
0

1986~87 ., 11.0 17.
1988-89 15.0 20.

o

0CT 16 1981

ERIC Clearinghouse for Junior Colleges

36 Powell Library Building

University of California :

Los Angeles, Galifornia 90024 = GY




